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March’s News 


B Jump in Jobless 

At 1.5 million, 5.2% of the working- 
age population, unemployment has 
reached its highest figure in 13 
years. Last year some 108,000 
people lost their jobs, according to 
the Office for National Statistics. A 
further record of almost 8 million 
people are “economically inactive”, a 
category that includes long-term sick, 
students and stay-at-home mothers 
and fathers. 

How can the Government, with 
the apparent backing of the Tories 
and Lib Dems, continue to allow 
immigrants to pour into Britain at a 
rate of nearly half a million a year? 

Apart from dependents of those 
already here, most of them are now 
given “work permits” instead of being 
called “asylum seekers”. The 
percentage who are doctors or of 
some high professional or technical 
standing is miniscule - and we must 
now have our full requirement of 
Polish plumbers. The truth is that 
employers prefer to use cheap 
imported labour for unskilled and 
semi-skilled jobs rather than pay a 
decent wage to our own people 
prepared to do the less desirable 
work. 

E3 Australia ‘Will Be Muslim In 50 
Years’ 

Australia could abort itself out of 
existence and become a Muslim 
country within 50 years if a new 
abortion-inducing pill is made 
available, said Danna Vale, a former 
Australian minister and a Liberal 
Party MP, last month. The drug, 
known as RU486, could drastically 
reduce the country’s native-born, 
largely European population. 

Mrs Vale referred to comments of 
an imam in Sydney’s Lakemba 
mosque that Australia is going to be a 
Muslim nation in 50 years’ time. “I 
didn’t believe him at the time, but 
when you actually look at the birth 
rate... we are aborting ourselves 
almost out of existence by 100,000 
abortions a year. You multiply that by 
50 years and that’s five million 


potential Australians we won’t have 
here.” 

This, of course, is exactly what is 
happening back in Britain and the 
rest of Europe, where it is on an even 
bigger scale. As is also the abuse 
that Mrs Vale received from the 
liberal-left Establishment’s media for 
trying to warn of national suicide. 

B Race Attack on Ripper Tour 

It was revealed in an East London 
local paper that a group, including 
children, on a tour of Jack the Ripper 
haunts were attacked by a gang of 
Bangladeshi origin youths wielding 
iron bars and fence posts and 
shouting: “Get off our f.g turf.” 

Tour guide Denise Allen said: “I 
have heard of other cases but the 
police do not seem to want to 
investigate”. We can only assume 
that this is because of orders from 
the Met's top brass that they must not 
appear to pick on Muslim youth. 

A former landlady of an East End 
pub told your editor that in the same 
area around Tower Bridge during the 
2004 London Marathon, some 
Bangladeshi youths threw stones at 
some of the runners. This was not 
reported in any newspaper or shown 
on the TV cameras (BBC) covering 
the event. 

We must give credit where it is 
due and acknowledge that 
Mohammad Sarwar, the Labour MP 
for Glasgow Central, said recently 
that some communities in parts of 
London, Scotland and the North of 
England are being terrorised by Black 
and Asian gangs, but in many cases 
the police have failed to act. Sarwar 
said that as a result of the 
Macpherson report “the pendulum 
has swung too far the other way”. 

B More Protests on Peerages for 
Labour Donors 

Tony Blair’s blatant acts of getting 
Labour Party donors rewarded with a 
seat in the House of Lords has again 
raised objections even from 


backbench MPs. They state that one 
of the latest donors proposed for a 
peerage, Dr Chair Patel, who has 
made a fortune running nursing 
homes and clinics, had been 
questioned by the British Medical 
Council over the treatment of patients 
at a Twickenham, London, nursing 
home he used to run. Dr Patel told 
the BMC that he stepped down as 
chief executive when it was sold in 
2002. See Sunday Times 29.01.06. 


Q Do We Need Somalis? 

The sickening murder of a Leeds 
policewoman by a Somali gang 
served to highlight the fact that of all 
the ethnic groups now living in 
Britain, the Somalis appear to have 
the highest percentage of violent 
criminals. They would even give 
Jamaican Yardies a run for their 
money, and if there is nobody else 
around to attack then they will murder 
their own. 

A case in point was the murder of 
a Somali teenager in London’s 
Camden Town by a 25-strong Somali 
gang in what was believed to be a 
turf war over drugs. The police 
commandeered a London bus to take 
them off to the ‘nick’. 

As only 12% of Somali immigrants 
are in employment (according to 
Aidan Hartley, writing in The 
Spectator 21.01.06), should we not 
deport the other 88%? 
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The Voice of Freedtifll 


E3 It is not by chance that the BNP’s two main publications 
are called Identity and The Voice of Freedom. Our strong 
and consistent campaign to call a halt to non-European 
immigration is not motivated by a hatred of those who have 
flooded into this country, but by our recognition of the fact 
that in order to save our culture, our way of life, we must 
first preserve our national identity. As Arnold Toynbee 
wrote; “Civilisations die from suicide, not murder”. 

A prerequisite of this campaign to preserve our identity 
is the need to defend freedom of speech, which was 
epitomised by the partial victory of Nick Griffin and Mark 
Collett at Leeds Crown Court. The key issue here was the 
right to criticise a religion or criminality among another 
race, even if those criticised might consider it insulting, as 
long as that criticism does not call for or provoke violence 
upon the specific religion or race. Although the BNP duo 
were acquitted on six so-called ‘race hate’ charges, the 
Home Office, echoing some of New Labour’s crypto¬ 
communist beliefs, are not content to let the matter drop 
and has set a retrial in October for those charges on which 
the jury could not reach a decision. 

Since January we have seen New Labour launch 
further parliamentary attacks upon our freedoms with the 
further progress of the Bill to introduce Identity Cards, the 
Legislative and Regulatory Reform Bill (What’s that? Read 
on) and, in your editor’s opinion, the total ban on smoking 
in public. It is indeed ironic that the most active party in 
defence of freedom and true democracy in Britain today is 
abused as ‘fascist’ by its most vigorous and vicious 
opponents. 

Our basis for opposing compulsory identity cards is not 
just a question of their cost; now likely to be at least £15 
billion, i.e. more than half our annual defence budget. The 
complexity of detail on personal information that an ID 
card will carry will mean that the government of the day 
would have almost complete control of each individual’s 
actions, including knowing which party he or she was likely 
to vote for. Also, the data base created would be a very 
attractive target for terrorists and/or criminals to hack into. 

The Marxists, of all shades of pink, who control the 
Labour Party are content for many law-abiding people to 
continue thinking: “I’ve got nothing to hide, so what’s 
wrong with an identity card? It will stop the terrorists and 
the benefit fraudsters.” 

Spain had identity cards, but it did not stop the Madrid 
train bombings. If we had ID cards it would not have 
stopped our home-grown Muslim 7/7 London bombers. As 
for curtailing benefit frauds and credit card scams, Philip 
Johnston, Home Affairs Editor of the Daily Telegraph , 
03.02.06, said this was “claptrap” and that “ID cards could 
make identity theft worse, not better”. In any case, only 2% 
of benefit fraud results from false identities. 

The extraordinary Legislative and Regulatory Reform 
Bill, which has already had two readings in the House of 
Commons without hardly a word of criticism, could do 
away with centuries of our law and liberty. This is because 
it would give ministers power to amend, repeal or replace 
any legislation simply by making an order and without 
having to bring a Bill before Parliament where it would be 
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subject to discussion. Such dictatorial powers are, of 
course, already enjoyed by the mainly unelected Brussels 
bureaucrats of the EU, and it is no coincidence that some 
of them are former commissars in the East European 
lands of the old Soviet Empire. 

If the Legislative and Regulatory Reform Bill becomes 
law then there will not really be much point in having more 
than a hundred or so MPs. All that will be required are party 
apparatchiks to rubber stamp ever increasing legislation 
that is never debated or voted upon. 

No Freedom of Choice for Smokers 

I used to smoke three to four small cigars a day, but gave 
them up nearly a year go. They made me wheeze in my 
advancing years and smell like a bonfire. Out of 
cussedness I am highly tempted to buy a packet to show 
my sympathy with the smokers in my local who next year 
will be denied the choice of damaging their health, if they 
want to (this pub has had a non-smoking bar for over three 
years for those who don’t want to inhale other people’s 
smoke). For that is what this Government Bill prohibiting 
smoking in public places and private clubs is all about; a 
further nail in the coffin of choice. One of the worst to suffer 
will be working men’s clubs, where a fag with their pint has 
been traditional. But nanny knows best - and don’t try and 
answer her back. 

Space does not permit a list of the long line of 
restrictions on our freedom of choice imposed by post-war 
Labour and Conservative Governments, so don’t think 
that the anti-smoking Bill is the end of it. The way control 
over our lives is heading it would not be beyond the realms 
of possibility to see a law enacted calling for the demolition 
of all trees within a mile of a school or a public recreation 
ground as small boys have a habit of falling out of them 
and breaking bones. 

John Bean 

Page 03 - IDENTITY 


March 2005 Editorial 










March 2006 I Chairman’s Article 




ft ^ fr ' * 


»! Nick Griffin examines the next step we should take following Huntington's recommendations in 
\ his “Clash of Civilisations” thesis. This includes a re-examination of the reality of “Jewish power”, 
and what the attitude of nationalists should now be as the 'wheels of history'turn ever faster. 


□ “The Clash of Civilisations.” 
Harvard Professor Samuel Huntington 
used this phrase to describe his thesis 
that the old Cold War division of the 
world between the two superpowers is 
being replaced by revived tensions 
between civilisations: 

“The intra-civilizational clash of 
political ideas spawned by the West is 
being supplanted by an inter- 
civilizational clash of culture and 
religion.” 

Despite some ritual nods to 
Political Correctness, the bulk of the 
book could have been written by a 
genuine American nationalist. It 
explains how globalisation is 
producing a reaction in terms of 
increasing the importance of 
traditional identities and ethnic 
loyalties. Huntington doesn’t want the 
‘clash’ he foresees, and repeatedly 
stresses that the way to avoid it is to 
settle down in a ‘multi-civilizational’ 
world in which the West rejects multi- 
culturalism and One World globalism, 
and looks after its own interests. 

Huntington is certainly no rose- 
spectacled leftist. He highlights the 
stresses that economic globalisation 
places on previously liberal societies 
and uses explicitly nationalist 
phraseology in explaining what will 
come next: 

“In coping with identity crisis, what 
counts for people are blood and belief, 
faith and family. People rally to those 
with similar ancestry, religion, 


Page 04 - IDENTITY 


language, values and institutions and 
distance themselves from different 
ones.” 

Assorted right-wing conspiracy 
theorists have condemned The Clash 
of Civilisations as ‘neo-con 
propaganda’, and it is certainly true 
that the pro-Zionist ‘neo-con’ lobby 
which has a great deal of influence with 
Bush & Co. have appropriated the 
phrase for their own use. But 
Huntington’s key points are as far from 
the Bush/Blair position as possible: 

“The underlying problem for the 
West in not Islamic fundamentalism. It 
is Islam, a different civilization whose 
people are convinced of the superiority 
of their culture and obsessed with the 
inferiority of their power. The problem 
for Islam is not the CIA or the U.S. 
Department of Defence. It is the West, 
a different civilization whose people 
are convinced of the universality of 
their culture and believe that their 
superior, if declining, power imposes 
on them the obligation to extend that 
culture throughout the world.” 

MODERATE’ MUSLIMS 

The neo-cons want to invade the 
Middle East and hunt down 
‘fundamentalist terrorists’, while 
waxing lyrical about the supposed 
‘moderation’ of the Muslims whose 
presence and power they are so busily 
encouraging in our Western 
homelands. Huntington sees a Clash 


of Civilisations, they see only a clash 
between ‘extremists’ on one side and 
the USA and yet-to-be-discovered-but 
we’re-sure-they’re-there moderate 
Muslims on the other. 

A further crucial distinction 
between Huntington and the neo-cons 
is that he acknowledges that the 
planting of Israel in the Middle East is a 
major factor in the reawakening of 
Islamic militancy. The neo-cons and 
their bought-and-paid-for politicians 
deny this simple fact. Even more 
important, now that this particular die 
has been cast, he warns against 
further Middle Eastern adventurism. 

At the end of his list of proposals for 
minimising the impact of the Clash, 
Huntington writes that it is: “Most 
important, to recognize that Western 
intervention in the affairs of other 
civilizations is probably the single most 
dangerous source of instability and 
potential global conflict in a multi- 
civilizational world.” 

Finally, he rejects multi-culturalism: 
“The clash between the multi- 
culturalists and the defenders of 
Western civilization and the American 
Creed is, in James Kurth’s phrase, ‘the 
real clash’ within the American 
segment of Western civilization. 
American’s cannot avoid the issue: Are 
we a Western people or are we 
something else? The futures of the 
United States and of the West depend 
on Americans reaffirming their 
commitment to Western civilization. 










Domestically this means rejecting the 
divisive siren calls of multi-culturalism. 
Internationally it means rejecting the 
elusive and illusory calls to identify the 
United States with Asia.” 

The potential impact of 
Huntington’s book may perhaps be 
gauged by looking at whose 
endorsements are printed on the back 
cover: “The Clash of Civilizations is 
one of the most important books to 
have emerged since the end of the 
Cold War”, writes Henry Kissinger. “An 
intellectual tour de force: bold, 
imaginative and provocative. A 
seminal work that will revolutionize our 
understanding of international affairs,” 
opines Zbigniew Brzezinski. 

Here we have two of the biggest of 
the Big Beasts of late 20 th Century 
global power politics promoting a book 
that is far closer in its view of the world 
to us than it is to any other political 
party in Britain. These are men who, 
together with their fellow members of 
the Council on Foreign Relations - the 
powerful and rather secretive pro-One 
World ‘think-tank’ which first allowed 
Huntington to air his thesis in its in- 
house magazine - nationalists of my 
generation were brought up to regard 
as lying at the very core of a wide- 
ranging ‘conspiracy’ for One World 
government - an agenda which by the 
end of the Cold War came to be known 
as the New World Order. 

But here we are, just a few years 
later, and these one-time arch¬ 


globalists appear to be asking us to 
believe that they have switched sides 
to be with us, the good guys. 

What is going on? Perhaps they 
are just so vain that they can't bear to 
be recorded by history as fools who 
failed to see “the next big thing” and so 
are dropping old dogmas they now see 
failing - just as it is now very difficult to 
find anyone in Eastern Europe who 
ever believed in Communism. 

Or perhaps there’s more to it than 
that. For the question arises again 
when one looks at the identical U-turn 
which appears to be going on in 
sections of the American mass media, 
where the liberal/One World/Zionist 
tendencies that so dominated 
American, and hence Western, 
cultural and political life in recent 
decades have enormous influence. 

POISON FROM HOLLYWOOD 

Again, nationalists of my generation 
were brought up to see the anti-white, 
anti-patriotic, anti-human poison that 
spewed endlessly out of Hollywood 
and the multinational media 
conglomerates as the work of the 
same power elite and a consequence 
of their cold-blooded determination to 
wipe European cultural and ethnic 
identity from the face of the globe. 

Looking objectively at the output 
from those same studios and 
corporations in recent years, however, 
someone unaware of their role in the 



second half of the last century could 
form a very different picture. Dances 
With Wolves seems to have ended the 
era when all white men seemed to do 
was to slaughter innocent Red Indians 
or sire inbred children with their hillbilly 
cousins. More typical since then have 
been tales of good old fashioned 
daring-do, such as Black Hawk Down. 

Right-wing ‘shock-jocks’ dominate 
commercial radio in the USA and, 
increasingly, Britain as well. Of course 
we don’t agree with their entire 
message, but much of their output is a 
hundred times healthier than the 
liberal-left poison that was the 
standard fare not so long ago. 

Look at the last couple of really big 
film blockbusters: The Lord of the 
Rings trilogy was enjoyed by millions 
of our people as a beautifully filmed 
ripping yarn at the conscious level. 
Subconsciously, though, it would have 
been taken - as the visionary Tolkien 
intended - as a powerful myth to 
comfort and encourage the peoples of 
the English-speaking world in a 
coming time of desperate danger. 

At that level, the Ores and the 
turban-wearing Southrons are not 
fantasy figures, but metaphors for the 
Third World hordes now threatening to 
swamp the West with the help of our 
own treacherous ruling class, isolated 
from reality in their own tall towers. No 
doubt those who actually made this, 
probably the most inspirational call for 
action to save the West in the history of 
the cinema, intended merely to stick as 
closely as possible to the original story. 
But they would never have been 
allowed to do so by the Hollywood of 
an earlier time, at least not without 
portraying Sauron as Adolf Hitler and 
turning the Riders of Rohan into noble 
Rastafarians. 

In the form in which it was made, 
Lord of the Rings was a money- 
spinner and a cinematic masterpiece. 
But it was also war propaganda, 
serving to put an end to decades of the 
promotion of pacifism, white guilt and 
cowardice. It will give a new generation 
of white youngsters the moral steel to 
stand up on their hind legs and fight. It 
was distributed by New Line Cinema, a 
subsidiary of movie giant Time Warner, 
once one of the greatest producers of 
anti-white poison on the planet. 

Even more recently, the film of the 
C.S. Lewis classic, The Lion, the Witch 
and the Wardrobe , introduced a 
younger audience to themes of 

Page 05 - IDENTITY 



March 2006 I Chairman’s Article 







March 2006 I Chairman’s Article 



heroism, sacrifice and the need to fight 
for Christian values against an evil and 
cruel foe. Future instalments in this 
Chronicles of Narnia series are likely to 
make the point even more effectively, 
since the enemy in several of them is 
recognisably ‘Middle Eastern’. 

Responsible for this early lesson in 
civilisational clashes is Walt Disney, a 
company that moved a very long way 
from its patriotic, family-values roots 
when taken over by the liberal/One 
World/Zionist sharks now trading as 
the Buena Vista corporation. A few 
years ago, as well as making millions 
rehashing fairy tales, this company 
was repeatedly condemned by 
Christian and pro-white activists in the 
USA as a hotbed of sleaze and cultural 
distortion. Now it seems they’re 
moving to our side. Once again, what’s 
going on? 

Finally, for those who don’t go to the 
cinema but have satellite TV, compare 
and contrast a repeat episode of Mash 
with Fox TV’s (i.e. Rupert Murdoch’s) 
latest Iraq war soap opera Over There. 
Set in the Korean War, Mash was self¬ 
consciously dedicated to destroying 
the morale and confidence of Middle 
America during the Vietnam War (a 
conflict, incidentally, into which the 
USA should never have strayed). 
Cowardice, futile sacrifice and 
cynicism were the order of the day. 

Over There shows a platoon of US 
marines - white lads with a couple of 
capable token Afro-Americans, of 
course - going through their tour of Iraq 
with a mixture of heroism, chivalrous 
concern for their enemies and 
touching humanity. The message - ‘our 
boys’ are there to do a tough job, and 
they deserve our support. The Director 
is Chris Gerolmo, who in the days 
when it was fashionable to rubbish 
white men was responsible for 
Mississippi Burning. 

The contrast between the two 
fictitious accounts of US overseas 
adventures could not be more striking. 
Once again, it is not surprising that 
many educated white nationalists 
have noticed and are asking what’s 
going on? Well, pretty obviously, it’s 
war propaganda, no different from the 
way in which Hollywood worked to 
create the mood for war in the late 
1930s and especially in the early 
1940s. The question is, whose war? 

To many, especially in the USA 
itself, the answer is simple: “It's all part 
of the same conspiracy.” Precisely 


which conspiracy is a matter of taste: 

“The Jews who have so much 
power over American politicians and 
media outlets have started a long war 
to make the Middle East safe for Israel. 
They need our boys to fight and die in 


that war,” claim the anti-Semites. 

“Iraq and Iran planned to switch 
their oil sales from dollars to euros. 
This would destroy the dollar’s value 
as a reserve currency and bring the 
American economy to its knees, so 
both regimes had to go,” say 
alternative economists. 

“The Christian fundamentalist right 
which has such a hold on the Bush 
regime believe that Armageddon is just 
around the corner and that helping 
Israel to fight one last war against her 
Arab neighbours will bring the end 
times and the return of Jesus Christ,” 
declare the secular liberals. 

“The big US corporations need new 
markets and people in the Bush 
administration stand to make fortunes 
out of reconstruction contracts in the 
Middle East, so they need American 
soldiers to go in and destroy the things 
that they’ll profit from rebuilding,” 
allege the anti-capitalist left. 

“The US Establishment knows that 
seizing control of Arabia’s oil reserves 
is the only way to survive in the post- 
Peak Oil world, so they need our boys 
to get in there and occupy the desert oil 
fields,” charge the one-track Peak 
Oilers. 

Who’s right? The most realistic 
assessment is that there is at least a 
grain of truth in each of them. As a 
rough rule of thumb, anyone who 


claims that the answer to any big 
political puzzle in our complex world in 
one simple fact is a crackpot. 

There are, however, several 
important points that those who favour 
the first explanation need to consider. 


The ex-Trotskyite Jewish tendency 
that is politely described as ‘neo¬ 
conservative’ and which carries a 
great deal of clout in Washington DC 
certainly do have their own reasons of 
tribal loyalty for wanting to persuade 
the USA and Britain to take out 
potential threats to Israel in the Middle 
East. 

LIKUDNIKS 

Israel’s ruling Likud party in particular 
has invested large amounts of 
intelligence effort and grubby money in 
building a network of well-placed 
supporters through which to exert 
push-and-pull pressure on various 
overseas governments and pop¬ 
ulations. Where’s the surprise? That's 
what normal ruling elites do. 

The problem is that it’s been so 
long since our own masters acted in 
such ways that they look abnormal, 
and confer such huge advantages on 
nations that still work that way that it 
looks unfair on those of us who live in 
ones which do not. It’s not the rulers of 
Israel who are acting wrongly, so much 
as the rulers of Britain and America. 

A common belief among 
doctrinaire anti-Semites or anti-New 
World Order enthusiasts (the two are 
generally interchangeable) is that “the 
Jews” or “the Bilderbergers” or “the 
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international bankers”, or whatever 
label is used, are involved in a single 
monolithic ‘conspiracy’ to have their 
wicked way around the world. 

At certain points in history, one or 
other group of powerful ‘conspirators’ 



(and anyone who believes that the 
super-powerful and ultra rich don't 
scheme and plot to further enhance 
their power and wealth is a fool or a 
liar) have undoubtedly worked as one 
to impose their will on the unwitting 
mass of humanity. 

But at other times, the ruling elites 
have themselves undergone 
enormous changes and struggled 
against each other in vicious faction 
fights. Cecil Rhodes and Alfred Milner, 
for example, tried to use their 
enormous wealth or influence to 
further the cause of English world 
domination, only for their creations to 
be hijacked by others with very 


different loyalties. 

The Bolshevik Revolution of 1917 
is another fine example: Conspiracy 
theorists rightly point to the role of 
American-Jewish bankers such as 
Schiff and Warburg in financing Lenin 
and Trotsky’s coup d’etat. In their effort 
to lay every bad turn in history at the 
door of “the Jews” as a single entity, 
however, they ignore the fact that - 
after the Romanovs and the long- 
suffering Russian people - the 
Rothschilds were the biggest losers as 
they were the biggest of the ‘French’ 
investors who lost all the investments 
with which they had funded the 
extraordinarily rapid industrialisation 
of pre-war Czarist Russia. 

It is true that, for historic reasons 
involving reaction to generations of 
persecution, many leading Bolsheviks 
were Jews, but it is utterly false to say 
that most Jews were Bolsheviks. Most 
were ordinary working-class people, 
not interested in politics. 

Many other young idealists were by 
that time committed Zionists, their 
dreams and efforts focussed on 
establishing a Jewish state in a 
carbon-copy of the romantic 
nationalism that also led large 
numbers of young Italians, Germans, 
Czechs, Irishmen and so on to 
dedicate themselves to winning their 
own national freedom. The Irish in 
particular also made use of the power 
afforded them by their own diaspora. 
The Jews were unique only at doing it 
better than everybody else, and at 
being immune to the post-World War 
Two guilt complex that played such a 
role in ending all the other European 
intrusions into what is now the Third 
World. 

As post-Lenin Soviet Russia 



became increasingly anti-Jewish, 
more and more Jews around the world 
turned away from Communism. 
Coupled with the astute Zionist use of 
events such as the Eichmann trial to 
increase fears of anti-Semitic 
persecution and so build support for 
the state of Israel, it is really not 
surprising that, by the end of the 20th 
century, the vast majority of Jews were 
broadly supportive of their national 
state, even if they didn't want to go and 
live there themselves. 

Furthermore, since the greatest 
danger to their survival had come from 
consciously pro-white political 
movements in European countries, it is 
really no surprise that post-war 
generations in particular tended - 
consciously or subconsciously - to use 
whatever influence they had to 
encourage trends that would weaken 
white cohesion and pride. Given the 
unusually high concentration of ethno- 
centricism among Jews (something for 
which they have naturally self-selected 
through generations living as a 
diaspora) why on earth should anyone 
expect anything else? 

But times change. The wheels of 
history, frozen in Europe from 1945 
until 1989, began to roll again as the 
Wall came down, and have been 
spinning faster and faster ever since. 
The rise of radicalised Islam - from the 
fall of the Shah of Iran through to 
events such as the Palestinian 
Intifada, 9/11 and the Islamification of 
Europe by immigration, stealth and 
violence - has thrown a huge new extra 
factor into the equation. 

Because there never was a 
monolithic “Jewish conspiracy” - as 
opposed to a natural tendency among 
more Jews than Gentiles to put their 
own ethnic group first - it is entirely 
predictable that, faced with such a 
totally new factor, different Jews will 
change their now outdated position at 
different rates and in different ways. 

Thus we see neo-cons such as 
Richard Perle pushing for the USAand 
her poodle allies to ‘remake’ the entire 
Middle East, ‘democratising’ (i.e. de- 
Islamifying) the whole region at 
gunpoint, while simultaneously sup¬ 
porting the multi-cultural destruction of 
Middle America. But at the same time 
we have experienced old real politik 
hands such as Henry Kissinger 
praising the semi-isolationist 
proposals of Huntington, and the anti- 
immigration message of Tony 
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Blankley’s excellent book The West’s 
Last Chance. 

Perhaps the simplest explanation 
of the apparent volte face by the 
Council on Foreign Relations is that 
America’s big capitalists have woken 
up to the fact that the Chinese won't 
need them much longer, and that an 
Islamified Eurabia would be an 
economic basket case. When the 
decline of the West threatens profits, 
it's only natural for those for whom 
profit is God to conclude that the 
decline may not be such a good thing. 

THE LIFE RAFT OF THE WEST 

Of course, not everyone is motivated 
by materialism. Significant numbers of 
assimilated Jews have always sided 
with their adopted country (witness the 
thousands of German Jews who, 
incredible but true, served in Hitler’s 
Wehrmacht, especially in the early 
years of the war, or the far smaller 
number who joined and worked loyally 
in John Tyndall’s National Front in the 
1970s).But it is also a simple historical 
fact that many of the post-war 
generation, ranging from Jerry Rubin 
to Gerry Gable, did everything in their 
power to undermine a society run by 
and for people they believed had tried 
to wipe their kind from the face of the 
earth. When you think about it, this 
really shouldn’t have surprised 
anybody. 

Some are still working to that 
agenda, but others are responding to 
the changing times that have thrown 
up a far clearer and more present 
danger to the survival of their people. 
The survival of the West has ceased to 
be a matter of indifference, or even 
concern, to Jews who want their own 
people to carry on their long history. As 
the threat from Palestinian wombs and 
Islamic terrorism grows stronger year 
by year, the West becomes ever more 
important, the only possible life raft for 


the Jewish people if Israel sinks 
beneath a Muslim tidal wave. 

So we have a new situation, a fresh 
point in the long and often tragic (on 
both sides) relationship between 
gentile Europeans and Jews. 

Some Jews are, and will for various 
reasons probably remain, hostile to us. 
Others are becoming more 
sympathetic to the survival of white 
Europe, either because they feel 
themselves closer to it than to any of 
the alternatives, or because within fifty 
years it could be the only place their 
grandchildren will find safe refuge from 
the ocean of bitter hostility that their 
grandparents’ Zionist experiment 
helped to stir up. Others, especially the 
neo-cons, will see in our sons cannon 
fodder for one final desperate gamble 
to preserve the last surviving example 
of colonialism from Europe - Israel. 

How many fall into which category, 
and how many just get on with their 
own lives without even thinking about 
it, no one can tell. But what we can tell 
is that the old daggers-drawn hostility 
is tending to fade. Even the neo-cons 
who want our boys for their 
Armageddon option have at least had 
to drop the worst excesses of the anti¬ 
white hatred they harboured when 
they were Trotskyite revolutionaries. 

Their allies in the Hollywood 
propaganda machine are similarly 
restricted, to our unintended benefit. 
Of course they are still churning out 
miscegenist poison, but we're seeing 
more wholesome material as well. The 
seeds of our own nationalist message 
will find much more fertile soil in a new 
generation reared on Lord of the Rings 
and Black Hawk Down rather than 
Guess Who's Coming To Dinner? 

This is an improvement, something 
arising from the fact that these people 
are all normal mortals, deservedly 
caught on the horns of a dilemma 
largely of their own making, not the 
‘Spawn of Satan’ of crank fantasy. 
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This does not make the neo-cons 
our friends. Their relentless drive to 
frighten, bribe or bully us into their own 
endless war means that they remain 
our political enemies. But many Jews 
who would once have sided with them 
as a matter of automatic racial loyalty 
are clearly changing their minds. From 
those who back the Front National and 
the Vlaams Belang, to those who work 
with American Renaissance, a 
growing number are now rowing in the 
same direction as we are, working to 
ensure that we fight and win the Clash 
of Civilisations where it matters - in our 
own homelands. 

There are still hysterical anti- 
Semites who clog up the Internet and 
hand propaganda gifts to the likes of 
Gerry Gable and Peter Hitchens by 
lumping all Jews in with the Likudnik 
neo-con conspiracy to drag us into a 
new world war. It is time for white 
nationalists around the world to dump 
such paranoid political suicide notes in 
the historical bin where they belong. 

There is no “Jewish conspiracy” to 
poison our wells or to turn subway 
systems into bombs under our cities. 
There are, by contrast, a limitless 
number of Islamic schemes to do 
precisely that. This is the factor which 
is going to dominate politics for 
decades to come. This is the enemy 
that the public can see and 
understand. This is the threat that can 
bring us to power. This is the Big Issue 
on which we must concentrate in order 
to wake people up and make them look 
at what we have to offer all round. 

It is not for us to worry unduly about 
the insane and doomed schemes of 
the neo-cons. Their setting fire to the 
entire Middle East won’t do their cause 
a scrap of good. The Law of 
Unintended Consequences works with 
particular brutality against ideas 
whose time is past. It is inconceivable 
that they can wind up a Clash of 
Civilisations sufficient to get the West 
to go in and pull their Israeli and oily 
chestnuts out of the Islamic flames, 
without also detonating the ethno¬ 
religious timebombs ticking away in 
every country in Western Europe. 

Early in 1917, Lenin told his small 
band of Bolsheviks that their job was to 
“turn the war into civil war.” If their neo- 
con descendants fail to see that, this 
time around, such a development will 
turn their worst nightmares into reality 
all over Europe, then that will be their 
loss, and our great opportunity. 
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BOOK BiVIIWS: living in the Past 



□ On a yearly basis, more people visit historic buildings 
than attend football matches - that’s quite some statistic. 
Due to the depths to which contemporary society in these 
islands has plunged, the draw of our past is perhaps 
more prevalent today than at any other time, but in recent 
years people have wanted to be able to experience the 
past rather than merely read about it or watch it on 
television. 

This book on ‘living history’ contains hundreds of 
photographs from some of the 400 re-enactment events 
that they stage every year. From recreations of Roman 
legions on manoeuvres at Richborough in Kent, to the 
work of thatchers re-roofing a 17th century house, a 
close eye on authenticity and an unstoppable enthusiasm 
for participation gets you closer to the action. 

This book celebrates those who re-live the battles, 
pageants and day-to-day lives of our ancestors. Details 
on living history museums to visit, how to locate and use 
archival material, and step-by-step guides which show 
you how to load and fire a flintlock musket, or to arm an 
Anglo-Saxon Thegn, reveal how you can get a piece of 
the action. Includes a foreword by David Starkey. 
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Neo- Conned & Neo-Conned Again 


B After 20 months of extensive 
research, Neo-CONNED! and Neo- 
CONNED! Again are finished! These 
two volumes bring together the 
leading minds and pens of 
journalism, politics, the military, the 
intelligence community, and 
academia for a hard-hitting, no-holds- 
barred examination of the immorality, 
the injustice, the illegality, and the 
insanity of America’s aggression 
against Iraq. 


The first volume, Neo-CONNED!, 
features America’s leading 
“conservative” writers, such as Pat 
Buchanan, Joe Sobran, Samuel 
Francis (R.I.P.), Charley Reese, and 
others, arguing against the ill-fated 
war in Iraq based on sound ethical 
and religious principles accepted by 
not only most American 
“conservatives” but also by nearly all 
people of good will. Subtitled “Just 
War Principles: A Condemnation of 
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War in Iraq,” this volume tackles the 
essential question of whether the war 
can be justified by Christian just-war 
principles, and whether, therefore, 
real “conservatives” should have 
opposed or supported it. 

The second book in the set, Neo- 
CONNED! Again, brings the writing of 
leading scholarly and professional 
figures to bear on issues such as the 
legality of the war under international 
law, the intelligence fiasco that 
allegedly provided support for our 
entry into the war, the economic and 
political factors supporting the rush to 
war, and so much more. Including 
Noam Chomsky, Milton Viorst, Naomi 
Klein, Justin Raimondo, W. Patrick 
Lang, and many, many others, this 
volume - subtitled “Hypocrisy, 
Lawlessness, and the Rape of Iraq” 
lets it rip on the devious and deceitful 
machinations of those in power led 
America and Britain into a war that 
was not only unnecessary but gravely 
and profoundly wrong. 


All books are available from 
Excalibur - PO Box 116, 
Leeds, LS27 9WW, Please 
make cheques payable to 
‘Excalibur’ 
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The Chinese 
‘Russians’ Are Coming 


The BNP has made it clear that we consider 
the UK Independence Party to have severe 
limitations, not least in the cynical lip service 
its leadership gives to pretending to oppose 
mass immigration when it is standing for 
election. Nevertheless, we recognise that its 
membership includes many good patriots 
who should be in the BNP. One such is Ashley 
Mote, an MEP. The following is a condensation 
of an article he wrote under the title of “The 
Russians Are Coming” for the January issue of 
the magazine Compass. 

□ If you thought Britain was overcrowded and already 
had an immigration problem, get ready forthe bad news. 

As we all know, since May 2004 we have seen the 
arrival in the UK of tens of thousands from Eastern 
Europe, and they are still coming. But that, it seems, is only 
the start. 

Some time next year it is virtually certain that Russians 
and Chinese will start appearing here in even larger 
numbers. Let me explain. 

The eastern border of Western Europe was well 
established and well guarded where it stood before the 
collapse of the Soviet Union. Finland is the best example. 

But much of the rest of today’s eastern border was 
once inside the USSR. Today, as then, it has little byway of 
barriers and patrols. That border stretches from Estonia in 
the Baltic north to Slovakia and Hungary in the south. 

Lithuania, for example, has a 1000-mile border with 
Belarus protected by derisory policing. Further south, 
Ukraine butts against Poland, Slovakia and Hungary. Its 
southern border is with Romania. 

Huge stretches of these borders are either dense 
woodland or mile upon mile of open moors with almost no 
distinguishing features on the landscape. Even the tiny 
villages are few and far between. They are occupied 
entirely by peasant farmers and their immediate families, 
scratching a living from the unforgiving land. 

Today, any Russian wishing to reach the west can walk 
across the border into Lithuania in a few minutes, without 
anyone knowing he is there. 

But he will find it difficult to get any further. Even if he 
got into Poland which, unusually, did have border controls 
with the USSR, the Polish border with Germany is a real 
one. 

But next year everything changes, and for the worse. 
For eastern Europeans, the words Tree movement’ will 
take on a completely new meaning. 

The Schengen Agreement has been signed by most 
but not all European countries, including independent 
sovereign states like Norway and Switzerland. It is already 

Page 10-IDENTITY 


in effect. It allows the free movement of people across 
borders. No passport checks, no visas. Nothing. 

Next year, 2007, the Schengen Agreement will apply to 
Lithuania, Poland, Hungary, Latvia, Estonia, Slovakia, and 
the Czech Republic - all previously part of the Soviet 
Union, and all now with inadequate frontier controls with 
other former Communist countries. 

So, next year, if a Russian or a Ukrainian or a 
Belarusian gets across their border into any of those 
countries they gain access to the rest of Western Europe. 
They will have little trouble getting anywhere they choose. 

These former Soviet republics are not prison camps 
any more. They issue passports valid for international 
travel. Internal passports are a thing of the past. 

A few weeks ago I met the British Ambassador in 
Lithuania, who drew my attention to these facts and their 









enormous implications. He also commented that I was the 
first visitor ever to visit him to ask about what was 
happening on the borders with the former USSR. 

(The author then gave details of his visit to Kaliningrad, 
formerly Koenigsberg, the capital of East Prussia, which 
was colonised by the Soviets after they had slaughtered 
most of the German inhabitants in 1945 - Editor) 

My guide and interpreter reminded me that Russia has 
been turning a blind eye to many tens of thousands - if not 
millions - of Chinese who have crossed the border into 
Siberia and much of the rest of eastern Russia in recent 
years. They have escaped from the overcrowded and 
tightly regulated China into which they were born and now 
dominate parts of eastern Russia. 

These Chinese immigrants have proved far more 
enterprising than the local population and it has suited the 
Russian government to see the local economy grow more 
quickly as a result of Chinese activity there. 

But what happens when word of mouth - let alone 
satellite television - reaches Siberia? What happens when 
Siberians learn that the Belarusian and Ukrainian borders 
are porous and leaking people from the east into western 
Europe? 

What happens when they understand the 
consequences of Schengen being applied to the border of 
Lithuania and Poland, Hungary and Slovakia? What 
happens when they find out that tiny Lithuania has a 
thousand mile border with Belarus and hopelessly 
inadequate resources to protect it? 

Who will be that last Chinese or Russian to turn out the 


lights before they leave? 

If we think we have a problem now, it is likely to pale into 
insignificance in 2007 and beyond 

The Italian politician Franco Frattini was quoted 
recently as saying “Nobody wants to open this Pandora's 
box”. The politicians know, but they don't want you to 
know. 

But we already know that Ukraine, and possibly 
Georgia, want to apply for membership of the apparently 
wealthy club on their doorstep. Will Belarus, even Russia 
itself, be far behind? What will we see then in terms of 
immigration? 

So how easy is it for Russians to get into Lithuania 
during a road or rail crossing from Russia to Kaliningrad? 
Ironically, it is proving difficult and rare. Last year less than 
150 people got caught. It is easy to see why. 

All Russian rail passengers and travellers by road are 
logged on computers at both ends of each journey. Other 
nationalities are checked but then largely ignored. Two 
intermediate stops/en-route/by train are used by only a 
handful of Lithuanians. 

One five mile stretch of railway line we visited had 84 
cameras, some with heat-seeking sensors, to detect 
anyone either attempting to cross the line or jumping from 
a moving train. 

The best option was much easier - walk or drive down 
any small farm lane or walk through the forest or across 
the heavy farmland at night. The chances of meeting 
anyone are slim, and the border will not even be identified. 

Welcome to the west. 



Democracy, Citizenship and 
Political Engagement 


EJ Democracy (Greek demos, “the people”; keratin, “to rule”) is an electoral system that ensures 
that the majority of the electorate rules and those significant minorities are represented. George 
Avery says our political system achieves neither of these aims. 


□ The present government does not qualify to be called a 
democracy. In last year’s General Election just over 27 
million people used their vote. The turnout was 61 %. Only 
nine and a half million people voted for the Labour Party, 
who won the election with a majority of 78 seats. 
Seventeen and a half million people voted against the 
Labour Party, yet they were awarded 356 seats as 
opposed to Tories 197, Lib Dems 62 and others 29. 

Only a system of government which reflects on how the 
nation should be governed, and only if its assembly 
represents the full diversity of opinion within the nation and 
its decisions regarded as the decisions of the nation itself, 
can be called a democracy. Had the seats been awarded 
in direct proportion to each party’s showing it would be 
Labour 227, Tories 209, Lib Dems 142 and others 66. This 
can only be achieved by a system of proportional 
representation such as STV (Single Transferable Vote). 
Our present system of “first past the post” is archaic and 
has no place in a modern and educated society. This 
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method of voting means that only on very rare occasions 
does the result produce a government that represents the 
majority of the electorate rather than a significant minority. 

Our whole electoral system is the most antiquated and 
inept in the democratic world. Britain is only one of three 
democracies worldwide that does not have a codified 
Constitution. The other two are Israel and New Zealand. A 
codified Constitution is essential to safeguard the rights of 
the people and to ensure that any changes to the 
Constitution must be subject to a compulsory referendum. 

It must also ensure that either a simple majority or a 
specified percentage of the electorate can demand a 
referendum on any controversial subject prior to it 
becoming effective. We have to go no further than three 
comparatively recent referenda. On the 29 th May 2005 
France rejected the European Constitution by 54.87%. 
Three days later the Netherlands followed suit with a 
61.6% rejection. On 4 th November 2004 the electorate 
voted Yes 22.1% and No 77.9% against a North East 
Regional Assembly. This reflects the potency of the 
electorate when given the opportunity to participate in 
politics and the freedom of democracy to flourish. 

SCANDINAVIA MOST DEMOCRATIC 

Political scientists are claiming that the number of 
referendums held in Scandinavia during the past 20 years 
indicates that the region is the most democratic in Europe. 
They point to the recent Swedish “No” vote against 
accepting the Euro, and also the two Danish referendums 
in the 1990s regarding Denmark’s entry into the EU. In 
1970 and 1972 the Norwegians voted overwhelmingly 
against joining the EU. Professor Jo Sagli, head of political 
sciences at Oslo University, told reporters “Referendums 
area well established tradition in Nordic countries, it would 
be difficult to get rid of them”. 

English local authorities are already empowered to 
hold referenda. Milton Keynes council conducted a 
referendum during February 1999, on which they sought 
the views of the electorate on three options for increasing 
council tax levels for 1999/2000. The referendum was 
conducted using powers under Section 141 of the Local 
Government Act 1972 (relevant to today’s local council tax 
problems?) This should be enlarged and extended to 
cover the national government as well. Our opinions on 
issues of the day are just as good, if not better, than the 
majority of Lib-Lab-Con politicians. We are not tied to the 
machinations of party politics and any decision would be 
that of the majority of the populace. 

If we are to be trusted to have a vote on the Euro why 
not on other controversial matters such as identity cards, 
nuclear proliferation or European Union expansion, for 
examples? In the case of the Flouse of Lords, when the 
politicians cannot agree on a solution why not let the 
people decide? The Government argues that it was not 
included in their manifesto to do this and those earlier 
referenda have not become a precondition for 
constitutional change. 

The use of referenda means that power lies not with the 
government but with the people. It means that the people 
are virtually the Opposition. Providing that the politicians 
are governing as the people demand then the need for 
referenda should be minimal. Of course, the politicians 
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would not like any changes to the status quo. They do not 
like losing their power; Tony Blair has already reneged on a 
promise to hold a referendum on electoral reform. 

They will try to persuade us that the arguments are far 
too complex for us to decide. Yet legislation is passed in 
the House of Commons when even fewer than twenty 
members are present. How often have you heard that only 
a handful of MPs have been in the chamber when the 
debate took place? Yet when the vote is taken at the end of 
the debate the count is in the hundreds. Our 
representatives are supposed to listen to the arguments 
and vote on the merits of the case. The truth is that the 
party whips decide on what will be voted on and what will 
not. Referenda mean that all decisions are the will of the 
people rather than that of a few politicians. 

VOTING CURTAILED BY APATHY 

It is not the mechanics of the exercise that stops people 
from voting. It is the apathy brought about by the 
disillusionment with political parties and politicians. How 
often has it been said that it doesn’t matter which party you 
vote for, they are all the same, and none of them reflect 
what we are interested in, only what the politicians want? 
Once elected a government can do, and does, anything it 
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likes for its full term in office without reference to either 
Parliament or the electorate. 

At the next election the parties will submit so-called 
manifestoes to the electorate but they will feel free on 
whether or not to implement them. The citizen has no say 
in any treaties that are concluded by or with the EU or any 
other body. As we have seen, the nation can be involved in 
a war on the say-so of one man without even the consent 
of either the cabinet or parliament. Even George Bush had 
to get the agreement of the US Government for its invasion 
of Iraq. The politician says he listens; he may do so, but if 
he hears he rarely heeds. People feel that there is a gulf 
between the politicians and themselves, and this problem 
is not just confined to Britain. 

The emergence and success of so-called right wing 
parties throughout the world has brought home to 
governments that they cannot take the average voter for 
granted, or that they do so at their peril. You have to go no 


further than the attacks on the British National Party by the 
three main parties and their media mouthpieces at every 
opportunity to have proof of this. This is because more and 
more voters believe that the BNP is reflecting what they 
want. Until the traditional parties give the people what they 
want they will find a party which will. This is reflected in the 
fact that wherever a British National Party candidate 
stands in an election then the number of voters overall 
always goes up. 

Compulsory voting will not work, in fact it may be 
counter-productive as it will be easy enough to spoil ballot 
papers. Only the incentive of wanting to vote will get the 
voters out. Recent experiments on alternative voting 
methods showed only a marginal increase because of the 
novelty of the systems but it is only a flash in the pan. As 
outlined above, only some system of proportional 
representation which will take note of all opinions can give 
a true democratic answer. 


Keynes on Population 



» Alastair Harper gives further comment and source acknowledgments to his December 2005 
article in Identity on John Maynard Keynes’ concern for world population growth. 



E3 Of the two articles on population in the October and 
December issues, the review of William Stanton’s book 
“The Rapid Growth of Human Populations 1750-2000 ” 
(October) and “Was Keynes a Racist” (December), a 
proper attribution and acknowledgement of a main source 
of the Keynes article has had to wait until this issue. We 
acknowledge the information obtained from “Keynes on 
Population ”, first published in 2000 by Oxford University 
Press where Professor John Toye was a visiting professor 
of Economics, having previously served as Director of 
Globalisation and Development Strategies of UNCTAD in 
Geneva. 

There is a marked contrast between the two works. 
Whilst Dr Stanton points fearfully at the future in the 
looming shadow of a world directly threatened by Third 
World overpopulation, Prof. Toye’s definitive critique of the 
hitherto unpublished writings on population by Professor 


J. M. Keynes dwells in the past. 

As an academic economist Prof. Toye is more 
concerned to cherish the reputation of Keynes, whose 
genius so affected the economic policies of the Western 
world in the 20 th century, than to illuminate the prophetic 
utterances on population and race of this celebrated 
Englishman. Patently Prof.Toye distances himself from 
what he regards as the crudities of Keynsian thinking on 
African and Asian peoples, overpopulation of the Third 
World (as we now know it), race and eugenics. 

Considering the complexity and contradictions of much 
of Keynes’ writing on population it is not surprising that 
Oxford University afforded him a sabbatical year to 
produce the highly literate and polished exposition of what 
so few people knew existed. 

It is to his credit that Prof. Toye decided to undertake 
this monumental work and his enlightening book speaks 
volumes for his honesty of intellectual purpose, since as 
he admits in his introduction that a great many of his 
associates in the academic world counselled him to stay 
silent on what is an acutely embarrassing issue for the 
contemporary liberal establishment. 

How many intellectuals in the West today are suborned 
by political pressure to remain silent or distort that which 
runs counter to established liberal socialist doctrine? For 
his intellectual honesty I take my hat off to Prof. Toye. 

I have deliberately separated the foregoing 
acknowledgement of “Keynes on Population ” from the 
earlier article on the bald statement of the book to allow the 
reader to appreciate the gulf which lies between my 
sympathy for what to me and many others is the prophetic 
element of Keynes’ views on population, overpopulation in 
the Third World and race, and Professor Toye’s evident 
distaste for the elements of Keynes’ thought contained in 
my December article. 
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Hitler in Reverse 


» David Hamilton shows that although they are binary opposites, 
Nazism and multi-racialism share a common failing of needing 
something to react against and to blame. With multi-racialism we, 
the whites, are the scapegoat, even the enemy. 


□ Multi-racialism and Nazism are 
binary opposites. Multi-racialism is 
antithesis to thesis and bound to 
Nazism by a bond of hatred, but seen 
by its adherents as a higher moral 
system to transcend barbarism thus, a 
civilised response that is irenic and 
benign without hatred for anyone. 
Despite this unrealistic belief that they 
had transcended human nature, the 
supporters of multi-racialism were 
human and needed something to react 
against and to blame for any hiccups in 
progress. 

The one concept of the liberal left’s 
populist philosopher Derrida that 
makes sense is the idea of binary 
opposites, or dichotomies. According 
to Derrida, people think in terms of 
opposites, which is similar to Robert 
Ardrey’s Amity-Enmity complex. 

All things are identified in part by 
what they are not; the sky is dark but 
not bright. There are endless 
dichotomies, like beginning/end, tall/ 
short, masculine/feminine, presence/ 


absence, and speech/writing. 

We “Whites” have become what 
Prof. Roger Scruton has several times 
described as “the enemy an Ideology 
needs”. Multi-racialism is an ideology 
even though it is linked with group 
rights as a part of identity politics, it is 
also a strand of this type of thinking in 
its own right and I will treat it 
separately. 

Sir Alfred Sherman, former senior 
advisor to Mrs. Thatcher wrote in a 
book review for Salisbury Review 
(Spring 2003), “I first became aware of 
mass third world immigration into 
Britain in the sixties, when an old 
acquaintance then working in race 
relations, suggested that I look at the 
political fall-out from immigration in two 
“reception areas”, Deptford and 
Southall, with the eyes of a 
Balkanologist tracing the interplay of 
culture, nationality, religion, 
economics and race -1 did so and was 
horrified. My natural vague 
sympathies for the immigrants was 


replaced by a strong but hopeless 
sympathy for the British victims whose 
areas were being occupied.” 

We are the enemy, the scapegoat 
that the growing ideology of multi¬ 
racialism needed to define itself. The 
iniquity is that their dark idea of Nazism 
was projected on to innocent people 
instead of real Nazis. With binary 
opposites you cannot have one 
without the other, as with multi¬ 
racialism and Nazism. 

Originally it was a wholly under¬ 
standable reaction to the barbarity of 
Hitler’s Nazis but had the same 
structure only inverted. For example, 
in his television series “Mongrel 
nation” in June 2003, the clothes horse 
Eddie Izzard claimed that mongrel 
dogs are cleverer than pedigree dogs. 
This metaphor suggested that mongrel 
people are as a master race, 
genetically superior to the rest! 

Ray Honeyford, who was himself 
persecuted, but for wanting integration 
not separation, sincerely believes in 
the ideal of multi-racialism. Yet his 
being bullied out of his job shows that 
unless you agree totally with the multi¬ 
racialist ideology you will be hounded. 
In "Integration or Disintegration” 
(Claridge Press.1988) p21, he defines 
racism as: 

1 The belief in the genetic superiority 
of one group of people and the genetic 
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inferiority of another group. 

2 The process by which an individual 
or group is disadvantaged due solely 
to skin colour. 

In “Anti-Racism”, Alastair Bonnett 
writes of Nazism, “...that it is 
understood that the ideology of the 
German National Socialist Party may 
be summarised as a variety of fascism 


structured around notions of racial 
supremacy”. As we see from Ms/Mr. 
Izzard, multi-racialism is structured 
around notions of “mongrel” 
supremacy. 

This multiracial world view has the 
same structure as the Nazi world view 
but is inverted. It is this that allows the 
multi-racialists to project so much of 
their unrecognised hatreds on to those 
they fit into this negative category. An 
example of this is Jack Straw’s famous 
remark that “Racism is Madness”. 
What did he mean? He meant the 
racism of the old German Nazi party 
but wrongly attributed it to New Wave 
Patriotism! 

MAKING A MULTI-RACIAL STEW 

Where Hitler had proposed a 
“thousand year Reich” inhabited by a 
“Master Race” of Pure Aryans, the 
inverted multi-racial idea is a perfect 
world made up of a new type of person: 
the coffee-coloured person. This was 
to be created from a formula or recipe 
as if they were making a stew, not 
playing social engineering games with 
the lives and happiness of millions of 
innocent people. It is what Burke saw 
in the French Revolution as math¬ 
ematical calculations for perfection in 
people, but people do not behave as 
abstractions in a theory. 

The French Revolutionaries also 
tried to manufacture a new type of 
person through education and 




FREAK - Eddie Izzard lectures us on how those of 
mixed race origins are superior 


persuasion, then force and terror. The 
Jacobins, like our own Government, 
set about destroying all institutions that 
impeded their creation of “Revol¬ 
utionary Man”. The Committee on 
Public Safety stated: “You must 
entirely re-fashion a people whom you 
wish to make free, to destroy its 
prejudices, alter its habits, limit its 
necessities, root up its vices, purify its 
desires.” Does that strike a chord? 

The one who brought the engine for 
totalitarianism and oppression into our 
legal system, The Campaign for Racial 
Equality, in the 1976 Race Relations 
Act, was Roy Jenkins. He believed, a 
biographer, John Campbell (Weiden- 
field & Nicolson.1983) tells us, “That 
immigration was good for Britain and if 
people resisted they should be socially 
engineered into accepting it. 
Commonwealth immigrants like 
previous waves of immigrants from the 
Norman Conquest (?), to the refugees 
of the ’30s, could help overcome “our 
natural Island lethargy”. 

The term “racist” is not descriptive 
but inhibitive. It is to cow us while our 
society is transformed from a natural 
society to the rationalist construct of a 
multiracial state. The terms Nazi, 
fascist and racist are inter¬ 
changeable. After the Second World 
War, Nazi and Fascist were more 
coercive, but as the war receded racist 
became more effective as it was 
universally pejorative and not 
restricted to old-fashioned ideologies. 

In the second reading of the 
Commonwealth immigrants Bill 
(16/11/1961, Lord Royle said, 
“wouldn’t we be better off with a dash 
of darker blood?” 

In Immigration: What is the 
Answer? The arch Utopian Fenner 
Brockway wrote glowingly of mixed 
race people which is unmistakably the 
same reverence as Nazis had for pure 
Aryans. 

Nick Cohn the rock music journalist 
-cum-novelist has remarked that the 
idea of he and his associates, was to 
put a bit of the black man into the white 
man. 

The groups Hitler regarded as 
inferior are now being virtually deified, 
yet those he promoted are now inferior. 

It is an idealistic world view where 
people of practical wisdom would 
study human nature and learn how 
people really treat each other and what 
they are capable of doing to each other 
rather than pretend we are on the way 
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to perfection. Then they ignore the 
cruelty being done to us because we 
are the bearers of all the world’s evils, 
and when we have been destroyed a 
new era of higher consciousness and 
multiracial bliss will spontaneously 
grow from our ruin. If an honest person 
were to go round and talk to ordinary 
people they would soon realise that 
working class people are being 
pushed out of their homes and 
communities and no one gives a 
damn. This is the evil outcome of multi¬ 
racialism - cruel dispossession and the 
destruction of our culture and 
communities. 

While I was writing this I took down 
Martin Walker’s “The National Front ’ 
(Fontana. 1977). “I firmly believe that 
the human race, in 5,000 or 50,000 
years will be a uniform coffee colour 
with a pleasing tinge of yellow and I 
lustfully believe in accelerating the 
process”(Page 9). What neither 
Walker nor any other Utopian ever tells 
us is, what are the uniting principles 
that will bring this Chaos of Tribes into 
harmony? What in practice will change 
our natures and outgrow thousands of 
years of history? 

The practical effects though are 
that the Utopians believe very strongly 
in race but a negative of Hitler as guilt 
is passed down racially not logically. 
Otherwise why am I, a man from a poor 
working class background, deemed 
guilty of colonialism, slavery and 
racism? Had I been alive in that era I 
would have been cleaning the mud off 
the perpetrators’ boots! 

This ideology afflicts all of the 
Western nations, each of which has a 
different history and a different 
justification or, I should I say, excuse. 
Here in England we are told that we 
must be pushed out because of our 
Empire and all the wicked things our 
forbears did to innocent foreigners. In 
America it is because of the slave trade 
and what they did to the American 
Indians. In Ireland, where one in ten of 
the population is an asylum seeker, it is 
not because of what they have done to 
other ethnic groups, but because of 
what was done to them - they should 
let everyone in out of empathy. A 
strange excuse for over-running the 
native Irish and stealing their country! 

The Empire and past behaviour of 
a people’s ancestors is a racist 
argumentto justify destroying us. 

After the War the newly independ¬ 
ent state of South Africa, was recipient 



“It has produced, 
not only a new 
system of 
government but 
also a new type of 
man, who differs 
from politicians of 
the old world as 
men from another 
planet ” 

of thousands of our people emigrating. 
The Conservative M.P. Peter 
Thornycroft (later Lord) observed in an 
article “Lets stop This Talk of 
Emigrating ” (Daily Mail 16/7 1948) 
“The decline of the Roman Empire was 
presaged by just such a fall of native 
population, accompanied by an 
interesting influx from abroad.” 
Despite demonising us as racists, the 
Empire Windrush was welcomed into 
Tilbury dock by cheering crowds and 
boats going out to welcome it. 

A NEW TYPE OF PERSON 

This blueprint of abstractions that is 
designed to lead to a multi-racial 
Utopia, a perfect world on earth where 
we have all become coffee-coloured, 
is a rationalist construct, and follows a 
line of abstract thinking from the 
Enlightenment. 

It attempts to create a new type of 
person as the main thrust of multi¬ 
racialism. The Runnymede Trust 
agenda is to do this and it really is 


being done in practice. The aim is to 
change our identity as if we were mere 
empty abstractions on a page and is a 
form of dehumanisation. By modifying 
our education system, re-inventing our 
history, imposing a culture of apology, 
ethnic monitoring and destruction of 
traditional legal principles which 
protected personal freedoms of 
people, it is a transformation to the 
artificial, rational construction of a 
multi-racial society. 

In Who Do We Think We Are? 
Yasmin Alibhai-Brown (PI 03) writes: 

“What all of us, black and white 
Briton’s should be wanting is to 
participate in the creation of a new 
nation, for the next century, to work 
with the various tribes of white and 
black Britain to create something 
dynamic, to embark on a project as 
revolutionary as the one taken up by 
idealists in South Africa, a new country 
forged after melting down the best bits 
of the old.” (Allen Lane Penguin 2000). 

This compares well with Oswald 
Mosley in 1932 on his return from 
studying the Fascism of Mussolini in 
Italy. “It has produced, not only a new 
system of government but also a new 
type of man, who differs from 
politicians of the old world as men from 
another planet.” (Walker.op.cit.p23). 

The vice-chair of the Runnymede 
Trust enquiry Lady Gavron, an intimate 
of Blair, told the Telegraph that Prince 
Charles should have married a black 
woman as a symbol of his support for 
multi-cultural Britain.” (Russell Lewis, 
“Race Warriors” p44). This was 
promoted in the ’60s and ’70s by the 
now forgotten Shirley Williams. 

One should use common sense 
and concrete terms which refer to the 


t 


Page 16-IDENTITY 






external world and not try to fit 
everyone into a design created by a 
priori thinking. 

The humanities disciplines can be 
divided down the middle like a page of 
Pope's poetry with the caesura. We 
have Plato on the one side and 
Aristotle on the other and come down 
to our own time via Augustine and 
Aquinas to the Philosophes on one 
side and Burke opposite. 

One only has to read newspaper 
reports from the 1950’s to see how 
unimportant our people were regarded 
and if any spoke out they were labelled 
Nazis and Fascists. There were 
debates in the papers but not in “the 
Mother of Parliaments”, where our 
representative politicians were 
ignoring our interests for those of 
outsiders. There soon developed what 
Norman Pannell MP called “a 
conspiracy of silence” in the matter of 
immigration. 

A key mover in all this was the party 
that pretended to represent the 


working class, the misleadingly named 
Labour party. This Socialist-Marxist 
alliance with its allies in the TUC 
repeatedly blocked any discussion on 
immigration. Most of them took the 
side of immigrants against working 
people. 

Details are now emerging into the 
daylight from the dark, secret corners 
where they have lain for years. It is now 
widely known that asylum seekers get 
new accommodation, paid bills and 
extra social security payments while 
our own poor struggle. This has 
provoked great and widespread anger. 

To destroy a whole people’s trust in 
their rulers and institutions of 
Government is a deeply dangerous 
thing and, even though Blair and his 
ex-Marxist cronies are building 
totalitarian structures to hold things 
together, it is not certain they will be 
strong enough. Newspapers are now 
reporting events and even genuine 
liberals, as opposed to new PC 
liberals, are calling for an end to this 


massive wave of immigration. 

The multi-racial society was always 
an unnatural construction and was 
about as likely to work as the French 
Revolution, five-year plans of Stalin or 
the “The Great Leap Forward”. 

Until the asylum seeker crisis 
brought about by Blair and Blunket, 
most people had been conditioned into 
wanting to build a multi-racial society. It 
was thought to be moral progress from 
the atrocities committed by Hitler’s 
Nazis. The far-right parties apparently 
had only the less educated, and 
therefore less cultured and aware 
sections of society to support them. 
Educated people regarded them on a 
continuum ranging from thick and 
pathological to plain evil. It was almost 
a music hall turn to crack jokes about 
how thick, uneducated and ignorant 
supporters of the old National Front 
were. 

WHITE MINORITY 

Lee Jasper, special adviser to London 
Mayor, Ken Livingstone told The 
Observer (03/09/2000) that whites will 
be a minority in the capital by 2010, just 
over four years away. 

The inverse Lebensraum is our 
Government offering inducements to 
foreigners to come here. In a recent 
interview on Talk Sport , Anne 
Widdicombe confirmed that asylum 
seekers “have been given Social 
Security money to buy cars.” If they 
have children they get better houses 
than our own people. They also get 
free mobile phones, do not pay rent, 
water, gas or electricity bills. This is 
giving them inducements to come 
here, but why leave their own 
countries? A very enlightening article 
appeared in The Spring 2003 issue of 
the Salisbury Review, by African Dele 
Oguntimojou: 

“(You) do not know how the youth in 
the poor African village is being 
seduced by lush advertising to shed 
his native dress for blue jeans; to 
retune his ears from the traditional hi- 
life to the drum and bass of hip-hop 
and Brit pop. Even now the British 
Council is busy across Africa training 
the next generation of immigrants in 
the language of the destination 
country.” 

We are being treated with hidden 
contempt by our own Government 
while immigrants are privileged; we 
are the new untermenschen. 


THE RUNNYMEDE TRUST - try to ‘realise the vision of a 
multi-racial future for Britain 




Page 17-IDENTITY 


March 2006 Multi-Racialism 








































March 2006 I Rover 




□ The art of “Rover bashing” was one of the most 
successful campaigns in the politically correct war of anti- 
Britishness and, more specifically, anti-Englishness. For 
that is what it was, for why else relish the demise of a great 
company with an obviously English badge? Stemming 
from the trends of the sixties, the metropolitan 
intelligentsia has controlled our media in a manner that 
does not so much reflect opinion as form it, in very subtle 
ways and along pre-determined sociological lines. For 
these people the most fundamental philosophy is the 
encouragement of a sense of shame at English traditions, 
history, culture and “labels”. It is actually more subtle than 
that insofar as nationalism as demonstrated by our Scots, 
Welsh and Irish compatriots is still thought of as 
“fascinating” but Englishness is definitely out. The fact that 
the media hardly mentioned the predicament of Rover 
customers, many of whom lost their warranties, seems to 
confirm the view that those who bought the vehicles 
somehow needed either punishing or had “brought it on 
themselves”. 

ROVER CAR A “NATIONALIST STATEMENT” 

A couple of years back when I was asked by a German 
Rover agent to find a British police force that ran Rover 
cars, in order that a German police order that he had 
provisionally obtained could be sustained by British police 
corroboration, I couldn’t find one. I even invoked the 
assistance of my MP, and because no British police force 
did buy Rovers I thought it pertinent to find out why. 

The consistent excuse offered by at least four of them 
(and incidentally confirmed by an investigation by The 
Independent) was that buying Rover vehicles “struck an 
overtly nationalist statement” that could be “offensive” to 
minority groups, and that police had to take care not to 


adopt any statement, purchase or comment that could be 
construed as “nationalistic”. The fact that police stations 
have recently been advised (on Health and Safety 
grounds) not to fly the Union Flag or the Flag of St.George 
tends to underline this nonsense. 

Some years earlier when representing a client at a 
Planning Inquiry I had, in order that his interests were not 
prejudiced, to argue with the procedural arrangements 
laid down by the Planning Inspector, who just happened to 
be black. To my astonishment she reported me to the 


» These reflections by R.D.Wolstenholme FRICS, FBEng, a Rover car enthusiast, on the death of the 
last major British-owned motor manufacturer were sent to us some months ago. We regret that 
pressure on space has held back publication. However, his conclusions are still very relevant to the 
demise of British industry today. 
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police for “racially aggravated insubordination of a 
Government officer” and the subsequent police inquiry 
included a search of my property to discover “racist 
symbols”. One of these transpired to be use of the Union 
Jack on my flagpole (racist). Another, membership of the 
Elgar Society, was deemed to indicate an extreme 
nationalist standpoint. The third, and most bizarre, was 
ownership of three Rover cars; an overtly nationalist 
statement and likely - said the police - to offend 
“vulnerable” groups in society. 

I then found that the principle applied wasn’t just to 
Rover, because one of my building contractor clients ran 
into difficulties in a public sector works contract (where 
there are standard clauses relating to the banning of 
overtly British or English characteristics) because he used 
LDV vans. Further researches discovered Rover was not 
on the approved tender list for the purchase of vehicles by 
the rest of the public sector. Every other European (and 
some American) manufacturer was but not our own wholly 
owned performer in this sector. Again, the excuse was 
offered that nationalistic characteristics of the marque (it is 
the prow of a Viking longship - Editor) could offend people. 

The anti-Rover stance continued to be so “spun” or 
misquoted that for any intelligent person the bias must 
have been obvious. No one, for instance, pointed out that it 
was Rover engineers that designed the Mini. No one 
pointed out that Rover’s slump in market share was 
actually less than many of its competitors. No one pointed 
out that MG sales had risen dramatically and no one 
pointed out that elsewhere in Europe Rover was often 
viewed as a very well made exclusive motor car. This latter 
point was actually demonstrated in a number of 
continental TV series. 

Having become so appalled at the banality and 
politically correct message spinning characteristics of 
much of British TV, I purchased a satellite system that 
gave me hundreds of channels including many German 
language. Being a German speaker myself, I noted that on 



many Austrian drama or police series a Rover car was 
prominent. One German station prepared a series of 
Rosamund Pilcher films, using German actors but filmed 
in South-West England. Virtually every vehicle used in this 
series was a Rover or an MG - on presumably the touching 
assumption that English people, like Germans, would 
naturally tend to buy vehicles made in their own country! 

SHUNNED BY ALL GOVERNMENT OFFICIALS 

Since the demise of the company the semi-official derision 
attached to Rover car ownership has become overt. 
Senior officers in the public sector, police and judiciary are 
commonly called upon to appear in front of “appropriate 
tribunals” to assess their on-going suitability for their 
posts. Junior police officers have told me of veiled 
instructions given by their seniors not to drive around in 
British cars. A friend of mine who is a judge was advised to 
sell his Rover 75 and buy something “more appropriate”. 
This stems from the latest directives to the judiciary and 
tribunal chiefs, which include an “assessment of 
witnesses” procedure particularly used for expert 
witnesses in anything from High Court cases to Health & 
Safety tribunals. Part of the procedure involves questions 
about the choice of the expert’s motor car, with those 
running British (and particularly Rover) cars seeming to 
suffer a loss of credibility through that inadvised act. 

I would add that my job involves extensive travelling 
and meeting clients from all walks of life every day. For a 
long time prior to the company’s demise a Rover car was 
never seen in the car parks of any major local authority or 
health service. As far as official government purchasing 
goes, we had not seen a Rover for years and, come to 
think of it, Jaguar now seems to be omitted as well. 

Rover cars died because of a bad press pressurising a 
weak company. That press treatment reflected a most 
peculiar political theory, and one that has never been 
practised anywhere else in the world. This is the 
philosophy of national self-loathing, said to be justified on 
the grounds of not offending minority groups in society, but 
actually going far deeper than that. This trend is the 
ultimate process by which the historically independent and 
patriotic British (and certainly English) can be 
brainwashed into becoming subservient to a European 
super-state where, ironically, most other member 
countries practice patriotism to the ultimate! 

At the time of the Rover demise I could not find a 
newspaper that mentioned the fact that Mercedes Benz 
had had to recall 1.3 million cars for various faults and that 
the company had been plunged into the red. Mentioned in 
only two newspapers and again omitted from the BBC was 
the fact that Jaguar had to go on a three-day week. 

Clearly, the only way you can make and sell cars in 
Britain is to give them foreign names. If you do that, then 
the Government, which did its bit to kill Rover, will actually 
give you a loan, like the ones given to Nissan, Honda, 
Peugeot and Toyota. They will also give you a priority bulk 
contract order, like Renault and Fiat in the Health Service 
(with Fiat proving to be unreliable) and Opel (General 
Motors) for the Civil Service. 

The death of Rover was a symptom, but the disease 
progresses and among a population that doesn’t seem to 
care one way or the other. 
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John Bean’s Nationalist Notebook 


Appeasing Muslim Extremism Will Not Work 

For six years the Government, via the Crown 
Prosecution Service, did nothing to halt the murderous 
rhetoric of Abu Hamza. Instead, they pursued a policy of 
appeasement in relation to any Muslim behaviour and 
utterances that have basically infringed the laws of this 
land. As I write it looks possible that, due to the public 
outcry, the CPS may bring charges against some of 
those Moslem militants who held provocative anti- 
Danish protests last month with placards and banners 
calling for beheadings and praising the 7/7 London 
bombers. 

In an editorial of 8 th February the Daily Telegraph 
said that the CPS and the police must act to allay public 
fears about the selective application of justice. “It is 
especially necessary after the acquittal last week of BNP 
leader Nick Griffin, who was prosecuted far more rapidly 
for uttering statements which... fell far short of the 
incitement to kill practised by Abu Hamza. Following the 
BNP case, and the police’s failure to arrest anyone at 
the provocative anti-Danish protests, there is a growing 
feeling that the law of the land is being applied partially, 
and, worse, that the police are under political instruction 
to do so. ” 

As stated in Identity before, the BNP recognises that 
the type of actions described above are not those of the 
majority of Muslims living in the UK, who are here for a 
better life than they had in their homelands. 

Nevertheless, it is a worrying fact that, according to an 
ICM poll last month, some 40% of British Muslims want 
Shari’ah law in parts of Britain. The declared objective of 
the militants, including many Islamic clerics, is to take 
over this land and place all of us under Shari’ah Law. 
This was made clear by Dr Patrick Sookhdeo, a former 
Muslim who - in danger to his life - became a prominent 
Anglican cleric, in views expressed in an interview by 
the Sunday Telegraph of 19 th February. 

Dr Sookhdeo had canvassed the opinions of Muslim 
clerics in Britain on the row over the cartoons of images 
of Mohammed first published in Denmark. “They think 
hey have won the debate,” he said. “They believe that 
the British Government has capitulated to them, 
because it feared the consequences if it did not.” He 
added: “It’s confirmation of what they believe to be a 
familiar pattern: if spokesmen for British Muslims 
threaten what they call ‘adverse consequences’ - 
violence to the rest of us - then the British Government 
will cave in. I think it is a very dangerous precedent.” 

Dr Sookhedeo also said that he believes that “in a 
decade, you will see parts of English cities which are 
controlled by Muslim clerics and which follow, not the 
common law, but aspects of Muslim Shari’ah law. It is 
already starting to happen.” 

Further on in the Sunday Telegraph interview Dr 
Sookhdeo says: “The whole approach towards Muslim 
militants was based on appeasement. 7/7 proved that 
that approach does not work - yet it is still being 
followed. For example, there is a book, 
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The Noble Koran: New Rendering of its Meaning’s in 
English, which is available in Muslim bookshops. It calls 
for the killing of Jews and Christians, and it sets out a 
strategy for killing the infidels and or warfare against 
them. The Government has done nothing whatever to 
interfere with the sale of that book.” 


Freedom of Speech and David Irving 

Although I have corresponded with him in the distant 
past, I have never met David Irving. Having read just 
two of his books, namely Destruction of Convoy PQ17 
and Apocalypse 1945: The Destruction of Dresden, I 
found him an informative writer providing much detail on 
his subject. However, I did get the impression that he 
arranged the presentation of his information in both 
books in order to give more weight to proving his case 
(a fault of most political writers!) It seems that this is 
what he had done with the many books he has written 
on Germany’s National Socialist period, and with his nit¬ 
picking over the number of Jews who were slaughtered 
by that regime and whether or not gas-chambers existed 
in as many locations, including Auschwitz, as we are 
told. It is the latter, I believe, that provided the substance 
of the charge against him in the Austrian court of 
“Denying the Holocaust”. 

Whatever one may think of David Irving’s views it is a 
travesty of justice that the man should be given three 
years in prison for expressing them, particularly as his 
conviction was based on what he wrote nearly 20 years 
ago and not his view now, since reading Adolph 
Eichmann’s notes has convinced him that Auschwitz 
gas-chambers did exist. We know that Austria hjas a 
centre right government, but let it also be known that the 
EU itself has already indicated that it wants to hand out 
similar sentences to not only deluded holocaust deniers 
but also those who express views on racial differences. 

What happened in that awful European blood bath of 
sixty years ago (where at least 20 million non-Jews were 
also slaughtered) is losing much of its relevance to the 
common threat now facing Europe of today. If we 

























deplore the harsh sentence given to a man for 
expressing his views, it does not mean that we belittle 
the killing of Jews. If it was not six million, then it was 
certainly millions: and if it was but a single one, that was 
one too many. 


A British Apartheid State 

In last month’s editorial we made passing reference to 
the fact that one in five births in Britain in 2004 were to 
non-British born mothers and in five London boroughs it 
was over 70%. The figures came from the government's 
own Office for National Statistics and showed that for 
Greater London as a whole the figure was 49%. Outside 
of London, Slough produced 48% of new babies from 
mothers born overseas, Luton 44%, Leicester 38%, 
Cambridge 36% and Birmingham 34%. 

A most important issue is that the birth figures did not 
take into account those born of descendants of former 
immigrants to the UK. Couple this with the “chain 
migration” factor, only mentioned by the immigration 
think tank MigrationWatch, which means that as a result 
of finding partners from overseas even higher 
proportions of births are produced by communities of 
Pakistani and Bangladeshi origin. 

The sheer number of children of non-original British 
origin means that in less than a decade the process of 
ghettoisation, the creation of an Apartheid Britain, will 
arise in many areas. The number of native British born 
youngsters will be so small or even non-existent as the 
dwindling numbers of white parents continue to flee to 
areas where they feel more comfortable and safe (at 
present), that integration into the host community will be 
impossible. 

What is happening in London and most large towns 
and cities is not integration, because there are not 
enough native Britons left, but wholesale colonisation 
and replacement of our native population. This is a 
direct consequence of Labour’s open door policy on 
immigration (inspired by a quest for new votes), and 
which appears to be of no concern to the Cameronlite 
Tories or the ailing Lib Dems. The BNP has a maximum 
of two decades to turn this round: otherwise the ancient 
British lands are finished. 


Boris The Turk and His Dream of Rome’ 

The TV two-part programme centred on Boris Johnson’s 
new book The Dream of Rome suggested that although 
it has considerable reader interest, he has approached 
his subject with a 21 st century multi-cultural outlook. For 
example, in making a plea for us to accept Turkey into 
the EU, one of his reasons was “because Turkey, after 
all, was where the (Roman) Empire survived for another 
1,000 years until 1453.” Perhaps the other reason, 
which he divulged at the end of the programme, was 
that, in spite of his blond hair, his grandfather was 
Turkish. 

After Rome was sacked by the Goths, The Eastern 
half of the Roman Empire was continued by the Greeks 
who, together with the ancient Persians and Syrians, 


inhabited what is now modern day Turkey until the 
arrival of the Turkoman peoples from inner Asia in the 
late 10 th century AD. Converting to Islam these Ottoman 
Turks soon set about massacring those Christians who 
would not convert and colonising the land, which only 
then became known as Turkey. 

Boris Johnson also told us that the people, and 
particularly the leaders, of the conquered provinces 
were eager to become part of the Roman Empire. “They 
turned their smiling faces towards this second source of 
light and basked in its radiance.” 

The noble Vercingetorix the leader of the Celtic 
Gauls (in modern France), didn’t quite go along with this 
when he surrendered to Julius Caesar after one million 
of his people had been slaughtered. And there was no 
smiling face when he was pulled through the streets of 
Rome in a cage to be publicly strangled. 

Crossing the Channel to Britain, Boudicca and her 
daughters were not over happy either to accept the 
Roman rule. Perhaps the only smiling faces were when 
she sacked Roman Colchester. 

We must accept Boris’s humour when he describes 
Ancient Britons “readily going into the Roman baths and 
washing off their woad”. I thought it was now widely 
recognised that the British climate was such that the 
cultured Celts did not walk around naked. Woad was 
only applied by their warriors as an appeal to their gods 
and as camouflage when going into battle. 


One Hundred* 

Another soldier died today 
Casualty of a roadside bomb 
Planted by enemies unseen, 

Supposedly to right a wrong. 

For we do not belong out there 
Our troops, pawns in a bloody war. 

Protracted, pointless, self-induced 
By rulers, heedless of the law. 

One hundred soldiers, sacrificed 
For what? We're told, 'democracy'; 

The WMDs don't exist 
We've all be fooled preposterously! 

And so the carnage carries on, 

As no one dares to pull the plug. 

For those who lead us gutless are 
They're cowering in the hole they've dug. 

One hundred brave and honest souls 
Who signed up to defend our land! 

One hundred lives are now snuffed out, 

Their blood spilt on the desert sand. # 

But we will long remember them, 

Those victims of Iraqi ire. 

Their names will live forevermore^ 

Within the hearts of those who care. 

’Britannia’ 31 st January 2006 

* Received prior to the latest killing of British soldiers, aided 
in part by the treachery of the News of the World - John Bean 
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Speakers’ Corner 


PO Box 97, Newmarket, Suffolk, CB8 1WT, England. E-mail: identitymatters@yahoo.co.uk 


LETTER OF THE MONTH 


» Rough and Ready 


In the interest of our Party I feel I must make the following constructive 
comments. 

The national TV news covering Nick and Mark’s trial showed them 
leaving court smartly dressed and looking good on camera. However, I 
am sorry to say that the entourage with them, whilst smartly dressed, 
gave an impression of being “rough and tough”. 

The media’s portrayal of our membership likes to pretend that we are 
all simple misguided racist thugs with swastikas tattooed on our faces 
and Union Jacks on our necks (such as in a recent Judge John Deed 
programme on BBC 1). I feel that we must do nothing to portray this 
image ourselves, as I am sure that appearance in politics is very 
important if we are to attract more votes. 

This is not meant as a personal criticism. I would probably look a bit 
rough and tough myself on film, so I should not be filmed as 
representing the Party (if my hair would grow I would not crop it short). 


Jeff Brooks 
Nottingham 


I would not belittle Jeff's comments but it must be remembered that the 
BNP security team were there to prevent a re-run of the public murder of 
such critics of Islam as Pym Fortun and then the film maker Theo Van 
Gogh (a descendant of van Gogh),both in Holland. One of our security 
men interviewed on the BNP website explained how their job meant that 
when they left home they did not know whether they would see their wife 
and children again. Although our ‘rough and tough ' security team will try 
and look less aggressive, I understand they draw the line at holding a 
rose between their teeth. - Editor. 


*iy : ■■ ' ■ * 

Looking Forward To 

, y vy „ . 

A Better Britain 


During the forthcoming local elections 
I suggest the slogan “Looking 
Forward to a Better Britain. This, I 
believe, suggests optimism, implies 
vision and is not overly complicated. 
Moreover, during the elections we 
should encourage our supporters in 
those seats we are not contesting to 
write BNP next to the name of every 
candidate on the ballot paper, and 
encourage their friends to do the 
same. 

Apart from the fact that election 
officials and council employees 
at the count will all see this, it is a 
way for us to start fighting in every 
seat. Thus, our supporters with no 
candidates will feel less isolated and 


part of something much bigger. 
People need to get into the habit of 
voting and promoting the BNP. We 
should never miss out on the 
opportunity to legally and freely 
advertise ourselves. 


Peter Francis 
Leicester 



Where Are The Jobs 


Polly Toynbee was interviewed on the 
Today programme recently and she 
was adamant that the government's 
Welfare to Work programme was 
having an effect in encouraging many 
of those on incapacity benefit back 
into work. She trumpeted a target of 
100,000 back in work annually. I think 


not. Even if these people wanted a 
job, the jobs they might have done 
have now been taken by the legions 
of cheap imported labour encouraged 
into this country by our own 
government. This is the same 
government who, while they found it 
impossible to estimate the number of 
illegal immigrants in this country, 
confidently predicted that on the 
accession of the new eastern 
European countries to the EU only 
about 13,000 would be coming here 
to work! 

My own experience tells me there 
must be closer to a million now in this 
country. I am a graduate with 20+ 
years experience in IT and have 
been looking for a job for six months 
now without success. This Labour 
government is either incompetent or, 
more likely, downright liars. 


Roberta Woods 
Eltham 



Onward Christian Soldiers 


Recent articles in Identity have 
described how Islam was spread 
across the world by military conquest. 
This is true but in many instances 
Christianity was spread in almost 
exactly the same way. It was 
Charlemagne the grandson of 
Charles Martel who converted the 
Saxons and the Lombards at the 
point of a sword in 785. This was at 
the behest of Pope Adrian I who 
extended the Christian Empire from 
the Ebro to the Elbe. Pope Leo III 
crowned Charlemagne Holy Roman 
Emperor on Christmas day 800 and 
confirmed the dominance of the 
Christian religion and the Latin 
language. 

The Americas were also 
converted by military might. This 
began in 1520 when Hernando 
Cortez killed over 50,000 defenders 
of Mexico City in the cause of 
Christian evangelism. During the time 
of Spanish and Portuguese conquest 
Native Americans were slaughtered 
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in multitudes. 

The image of gentle missionaries 
preaching the gospel to grateful 
savages is far from the truth. 
Christianity is the religion of Europe; 
it is ingrained in our culture and we 
are right to defend it. As a faith it has 
many noble qualities and it was the 
cement that bound Europe together; 
but it has been just as militaristic as 
Islam. 


Bill Baillie 
South London 

We would remind readers that 
Identity and the BNP are secular, i.e. 
we are not a religious movement, and 
therefore are non-sectarian. Although 
many of our readers are practicing 
Christians, others are agnostics, 
atheists and even pagans. However, 
we maintain that Christianity is 
ingrained in our culture (as Bill Baillie 
rightfully puts it) and should be 
supported. We reject ridiculous 
charges from the odd reader who 
puts his religious beliefs before any 
political viewpoint that we are 
“promoting Roman Catholicism” or, in 
contrast, “Protestant Puritanism ” - 
Editor 

□ Gay Weddings - 
Where Are They? 

Much media attention has been given 
to so-called gay weddings since they 
have become lawful. The most 
illustrious duo to have held a 
ceremony are Sir Elton John and his 
partner David Furnish. Others include 
all manner of freaks, publicity- 
seekers and exhibitionists (plus some 
who got on with it quietly - Editor). 

What is remarkable about these 
events is the numbers. Although 500 
names are on the list in Brighton, the 
so-called ‘Gay Capital’ of Britain, in 
most cities the names can be 
counted in dozens. Now why is that? 

When our Government foisted this 
distasteful piece of legislation upon 
us we were led to believe that there 
were tens of thousands of 
homosexual twosomes who could not 
wait for the opportunity to tie the knot. 
Officials suggested that 40,000 
homosexual couples would wed each 
year. This figure has now been 
lowered to 1,000 and, in light of the 
lack of interest shown so far, will drop 
even further. 


The fact is, of course, that there 
never was a massive build-up of 
frustrated would be “grooms and 
grooms” or “brides and brides”! They 
are nothing but sham weddings. 

Dr Louisa Beckett-Smith 
Halesowen 



ome From Home 


It’s on the cards that Britain is to 
become a Third World country, 
according to Paul Hunter, professor 
of health protection at the University 
of East Anglia ( Daily Mail, p 42, 
January 5th ), Owing to climate 
change there will be mosquitoes and 
resultant malaria, salmonella, and 
wide spread water pollution in the 
late part of this century. I am not 
surprised: we already have massive 
increases in TB and AIDS. Perhaps 
leprosy will become “normal” too! 

Considering that half of London’s 
babies are born to migrants already, 
the above future scenario will seem 
just like “home” to many in a black, 
brown and coffee-coloured Britain, if 
it's still called that. 


Andrew K. Murray 
Birmingham 



As someone who commutes from 
Kent to London, my daily journey is a 
bind I could do without. As if the late, 
overcrowded and dirty trains are not 
enough I now have another misery to 
contend with: stop and search. 

Changing from an over-ground 
train to the Northern Line tube I was 
stopped by a British Transport Police 
officer who invoked the Terrorism Act 
2000 in order to search my bag. 

He explained that since the 7/7 
suicide bombings bag searches were 
being introduced as part of the anti¬ 
terrorism campaign by the various 
law enforcement agencies. What 
struck me as ludicrous was that the 
Islamic terrorists who attacked us on 
7/7, as well as those of the failed 
21/7 attack, were all Muslims of Asian 
or Black racial origin, whereas I am a 
white European Christian. Even more 
ludicrous was the fact that while I 
was being searched a number of 
Black and Asian men (many holding 
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bags) walked past without the police 
officers present batting an eye lid. 

Instead of this politically correct 
policing what we need is ethnic 
profiling. In any war, including against 
terrorism, the most important aspect 
of a military campaign is to know your 
enemy. If liberal multi-cultural dogma 
continues to be forced on the British 
police then more terrorist atrocities 
will happen. What price human life at 
the altar of the sacred cow of multi¬ 
racialism? 


Ian Moore 
Bromley 



I was in Leeds with many of our 
stalwarts for two of the court 
appearances of Nick Griffin and his 
co-accused. On each occasion we 
were corralled behind a barrier 
opposite the actual building in which 
Nick and Mark Collett were called to 
account for themselves. Looking up 
to this building we could see persons 
with high-tech surveillance cameras 
and listening devices, which they 
were training on all of us, 
photographing us and recording our 
conversations. 

I wish more of our folk were 
aware of this. George Orwell eat your 
heart out; things have become far 
worse then even you could envisage. 

Bill Annable 
Boston, Lines 



> 


A recent BBC programme on land- 
owners in Britain reported that 90% 
of the population live on just 10% of 
the land. What, if anything, does the 
BNP propose to do about this? 

In the past you have indicated in 
your publications that the BNP is in 
favour of Distributism, a political 
philosophy developed by G K 
Chesterton which advocates that land 
be distributed as widely as possible. 
However, Distributism concerns only 
land used as a means of production, 
so the question remains: what about 
land used as living space? 


Margaret Munn 
West London 
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Why Britain 



needs hard 
industries 


»j A key factor in maintaining 
manufacturing industries is 
that they will sustain well-paid 
jobs far more effectively than 
the service economy. This, and 
other advantages of keeping 
our ‘hard’ industries, are 
explained by Alan Goodacre 


0 One of the biggest myths holding 
the British economy back is that we 
can - even must - forget about 
manufacturing, and stake our future 
prosperity on service industries. The 
images used to peddle this are easy 
enough to understand: on the one 
hand, the glitz of London’s financial 
centre, on the other, some abandoned 
factory in the North of England. The 
tacit implication is: here are your 
choices; which would you rather have? 

The Blair government, and most of 
the rest of the establishment, are great 
enthusiasts for the post-industrial 
economy, probably because it makes 
Labour feel modern and makes Tories 
feel that the old nightmare at the base 
of their brains - a militant industrial 
working class - can never again rise 
from the dead. The establishments of 
both parties are deeply intertwined 
with the owners and managers of the 
service industries, from investment 
banking to advertising, so they also 
have strong purely material interests in 
the post-industrial myth, too. 

Too bad it isn’t true. For in fact, 
empirical evidence from other nations 
makes quite clear that not only is 
manufacturing not, as we are told, a 
‘sunset’ part of the economy, even in 
the developed world, it is in fact one of 
the best economic sectors for a nation 
to have a strong presence in, because 
of its ability to produce sustainable 
well-paid jobs for ordinary workers. In 
this, it significantly surpasses the 
service economy. 

Please note this isn’t true for all 


manufacturing. It’s true for advanced , 
that is high-tech, manufacturing. Most 
of what you’ve heard about the 
obsolescence of manufacturing is 
indeed true, if you’re talking about 
primitive forms of it. The stamping out 
of plastic toys and similar items is 
indeed an intrinsically low-paying 
industry, because it can be performed 
by illiterate peasants in Shanghai, and 
therefore anyone else performing it is 
in competition with such low-paid 
people. Such industries are very 
difficult for a high-wage (by world 
standards) nation like Britain to retain, 
and don’t pay very well, simply 
because what they produce is so 
cheap that little money per worker is 
generated. So while there is no excuse 
for abandoning workers in our older 
industries to their fate, we can’t look to 
such industries as motors of future 
prosperity. 

ADVANCED MANUFACTURING 

But it is an entirely different story for 
the manufacture of things like 
computer chips, aeroplane parts, and 
medical devices. Companies can’t do 
this with illiterate peasant labour. This 
is why it tends to get done, even today, 


with highly-skilled and well-paid labour 
in places like Bavaria, California, and 
Kyushu. This is the kind of manu¬ 
facturing we need. Below is a partial 
list of advanced manufacturing 
industries, to make clear how vast the 
opportunities are: 

1. Flat-panel displays for laptops, TVs 
and other devices. 

2. Steel-alloy pipes for transporting 
oil, which sound primitive but are in fact 
very sophisticated due to the subtle 
corrosion-resistant alloys involved and 
the difficulty of making them in the 
large sizes that require the least final 
assembly. 

3. Synthetic fibres. Although sewing 
clothes is low-tech, turning a barrel of 
crude oil into convincing synthetic silk 
is not. 

4. Photolithographic steppers, the 
machines used to turn the designs of 
silicon chips into actual chips. 

5. Bearings, ball and otherwise, are a 
classic seemingly old and dull product 
that has quietly adapted with the times 
to become frequently very high-tech. 

6. Electric power generators, which 
are unseen but expensive and 
ubiquitous. 

7. Capacitors, and other obscure but 
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important electronic components. 

8. Textile-making machinery like 
ultra-fast modern looms. 

9. Laser diodes, which make CD 
players work. 

10. Nickel hydride batteries, the tiny 
high-quality ones that are vital for cell 
phones, camcorders, etc. 

11. Robotics, an industry that is not 
only valuable in itself, but buttresses 
other manufacturing industries by 
making readily available the know-how 
to automate production of otherthings. 

12. Cameras, both conventional and 
digital, still and motion. 

13. Machine tools, which are, of 
course, the ultimate key to making 
other manufactured goods. 

14. Avionics and aeroplane parts. 

15. Watch movements. 

16. Ship engines. How do you think all 
those imports get here? 

17. Photocopiers, especially their key 
electro-optical components. 

18. Carbon fibre, an emerging material 
that is replacing metals in key 
applications. 

19. Construction equipment, which is 
often a lot more sophisticated than it 
looks. 

20. Titanium, an emerging metal with 
high strength to weight ratio. 

21. Medical devices. 

22. Equipment for nuclear power 
plants. 

23. High-tech weaponry, including 
counter-terrorist equipment like bomb 
sniffers. 

24. Green power devices, like fuel cells 
and the generators, control units, 
towers and blades of windmills. 

25. Pollution control equipment, like 
sulphur dioxide scrubbers, and 
pollution detection devices. 

(This list is adapted from Eamonn 
Fingleton’s In Praise of Hard 
Industries , the best, and very 
readable, book on this topic). 

Note that much advanced 
manufacturing involves products - 
fibres, pipes, bulldozers - that one 
would notthink of as advanced, but are 
in fact more subtly made than one 
imagines. Advanced manufacturing 
often centres on the key components 
of products rather than the products 
themselves. Many consumer 
products, for example, consist of 
technically-advanced components 
surrounded by a commonplace plastic 
package that is easy to make. The 
outside of a fax machine, for example, 


will say ‘made in China’, simply 
because final assembly was done 
there, with unskilled labour. But the bit 
that really matters - and accounts for 
most of the cost, and wages paid - is 
the electro-optical read-write head. 
This is a sophisticated piece of 
equipment, made by highly-trained 
and well-paid labour in some 
developed country, like Japan. 

Also note - especially in reference 
to the last five items - that these 
products are very much not ‘sunset 
industries’, but things for which 
demand will boom for years to come, 
due to fundamental trends like the 
rising cost of energy, the increasing 
need to protect the environment, and 
the threat of terrorism. 

The whole ‘sunset industries’ 
concept is an excuse for national 
failure in manufacturing. The only real 
‘sunset industries’ in manufacturing 
are ones that run on unskilled labour, 
and they’re not setting as such; they’re 
just moving where labour i^ cheap. 

Any other industries we’ve lost, it’s 
our own fault. Automobile manu¬ 
facturing, for example, is very much 
not a sunset industry, and Rover might 
be where Toyota is today if not for the 
short-termism of its owners, the 
bloody-mindedness of its unions, and 
government indifference to its decline. 
In 1968, British Leyland was the 3 rd 
largest carmaker in the world! 

POST-INDUSTRIAL ECONOMY 

Enthusiasts of the post-industrial 
economy are simply not honest about 
its drawbacks: 

1. Jobs in computer software, 
finance, management consulting, and 
similar fields may be highly paid, but it 


usually takes a college degree to get 
one. 56% percent of college-age 
Britons are not going to get a college 
degree (Source: Higher Education 
Statistics Agency). And exactly half the 
population, by definition, has a below- 
average IQ, so many people probably 
can’t be college educated, even if they 
can afford it, are still young enough, 
and have sufficient school preparation. 
Without alternatives to the information 
economy, many of these people are 
doomed to a low standard of living for 
their entire lives. 

In contrast, advanced manu¬ 
facturing reliably creates a wide 
spectrum of jobs at all skill levels, and 
is particularly rich in the crucial 
category of the skilled blue-collar jobs 
that ordinary working-class people 
have a plausible chance of holding. 
Good jobs in advanced manufacturing 
require training, but they require the 
kind of training that one can get in 
specialised courses at community 
college, at a technical institute, or 
through an on-the-job apprenticeship 
programme run by the company or the 
union. (By the way, perhaps this would 
be a better occupation for unions than 
class warfare, party politics, or the 
promotion of multi-culturalism?) 

2. The information economy is 
intrinsically limited in terms of how 
many good jobs it can create, simply 
because it is limited in how large a 
portion of the economy it can be. This 
is because information is only a limited 
part of the ‘value chain’ that makes up 
the final price of any product. The 
value of a programmer who creates a 
website to sell DVD players is 
necessarily limited to some fraction of 
the value-added of retailing the 
product, which is only a small part of its 
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overall value. That value is made up of 
researching, designing, manufact¬ 
uring, distributing, marketing, whole¬ 
saling, retailing and servicing it. If we 
cede the manufacturing link of the 
value chain to foreigners, this means 
ceding a large piece of potential 
economic activity and the jobs that flow 
to whom ever performs that activity. 
Worse, it often also means ceding 
related jobs, like design, parts and 
materials procurement and logistics, 
plus jobs in supplier industries. 

3. Britain is limited in what share of 
the world market for internationally- 
traded services it can win. Other 
nations want this business too, and 
they are getting better at winning it all 
the time. The Internet only makes this 
easier. For example, many societies 
whose overall economies are still 
primitive, like Russia and India, have 
developed elites of computer program¬ 
mers whose salaries are a fraction of 
British levels. The current strength of 
the City of London is vulnerable to the 
growth in sophistication of the financial 
sectors of other nations. It is also 
vulnerable, even if the top jobs stay in 
London, to ‘hollowing out’ as the ‘back 
office’ jobs get relocated abroad. The 
more globalised our economy, and the 
more dependent on foreign markets 
for the services we produce, the more 
vulnerable we are to this. 

4. A related problem is that post¬ 
industrial jobs may be highly paid, but 
many of them have limited export 
potential. British advertising agencies 
and accounting firms may have 
branches all over the world, but the 
need to handle local languages and 
other peculiarities guarantees that 
they mostly employ foreigners, most of 
the value-added takes place overseas 
and only a relatively small trickle of 
profits and jobs come back to Britain. 
And the highest reaches of British 
finance, which really can export 
services all over the world, are simply 
not big enough, in relation to our entire 
economy, to make up for our trade 
deficit in manufactured goods. A trade 
deficit means that we must either 
gradually sell off the country’s existing 
assets to foreigners, or sink into debt to 
them. 

There is an emerging hierarchy in 
the world economy in which the best- 
paid jobs are clustered in certain 
nations. If Britain wants to be a 


sustainably prosperous nation with 
well-paid workers, we must explicitly 
compete for these jobs. 

NO LOYALTY 

This cannot possibly be a matter of 
laissez-faire indifference in any sane 
society. It cannot be repeated often 
enough that the free market has no 
loyalty to this country, and does not 
care if we thrive or starve. One must 
respect the genuine insights of free- 
market thinking, but always remember 
that the market is a game to be played 
to win. It is neither a divine law to be 
passively submitted to in the na ve 
expectation that all is for the best, as 
the Tories and New Labour say, or an 
arbitrary invention of capitalists that 


of manufacturing - are low in status, 
compared with lawyers, bankers, 
consultants, or advertising men. They 
are assumed to be dull, unimpressive 
personalities. How many famous 
manufacturers does one ever hear 
about? Everyone knows who wrote the 
most trivial pop songs, but who can 
name the engineers who designed 
even our greatest technological 
achievements, like Concorde or the 
Severn Bridge? 

This is not so in other countries: in 
Germany, engineering is associated 
with the glamour of BMW, Mercedes, 
and other top automobile producers. 
The profession is similarly respected in 
Japan, Korea, and other East Asian 
nations. Naturally, in these nations, 
manufacturing attracts some of the 


BMW 6 SERIES - British engineering has lost the ability to match 
Germany's success in automotive design and production 



can be casually over-thrown, as 
socialists say. 

So why does Britain, once the 
workshop of the world, lag so badly in 
the field of advanced manufacturing? 

1. A culture of disrespect for the 
field 

Even though the old British ‘gentlemen 
don’t go into trade’ nonsense more-or- 
less died in the Thatcher years, it did 
huge damage from about 1800 to 
1980, and was then replaced by a slick 
yuppie version of the same attitude, 
which considered manufacturing to be 
a dead-end and unfashionable 
industry. Engineers - the officer class 


best minds in the country, and the 
results show it. 

2. Lack of government attention 

British governments, past and present, 
have simply not taken the needs of the 
manufacturing sector seriously. 
Labour governments allowed the 
unions to run amok and destroy entire 
industries, like automobiles. Conser¬ 
vative ones despised the people who 
worked in manufacturing, wrote off 
manufacturing regions as places that 
didn’t vote for them, and allowed the 
pound to rise on the back of oil 
revenues, pricing British manufactures 
out of the world market. Both 
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Jean Thomas has been at the forefront of building the BNP’s 
elite fund raising club the Trafalgar Club for the last six years. 
The TC began very small with only a handful of people, but 
has grown tremendously over the last six years and now 
contains several hundred members. This increase is almost 
certainly due to the hard work and efficiency of Jean and her 
dedicated helper who have meticulously filled in and returned 
Trafalgar Club cards every month, organised the superb 
annual dinners and issued the gifts to new and long standing 
members. 

After the last Trafalgar Club meal last October, it was 
announced that Jean was to step down, due to her increasing 
workload in the enquiries department, and my wife Suzy and I 
were to take over. After getting Christmas, holidays and other 
party business out of the way, at long last we have been able 
to take some of the weight off Jean’s shoulders. 

I would like to thank Jean for all her hard work, and I 
along with my wife Suzy feel very privileged to be asked to 
continue building on her success. There will be teething 
problems like there always are when takeovers happen, but we 
assure you we will do all we can to keep these at a minimum. 
Please note our change of address. 

I look forward to meeting you all at the next TC dinner. 

Regards 
Nick Cass 


Please note that as from 1st March, 
current Trafalgar Club members and new 
enquiries should send their cards and 
details to: 

PO Box 87, Ossett Wakefield, WF5 8LY. 
Text or telephone 07990 743913. 


governments built poor road and rail 
infrastructure, compared with other 
European nations. 

When our governments have taken 
manufacturing seriously, as in the 
attempt of the Wilson government to 
broker mergers to create national 
champions in key industries, they have 
often employed dubious economic 
strategies, infected with half-baked 
socialist ideas, about what makes an 
industry internationally competitive. 
They applied the anti-monopoly laws 
in a manner that hindered crucial intra¬ 
industry cooperation in such things as 
shared research and development, 
rather than helping create the 
institutions for same. And they 
practiced doctrinaire free trade, giving 
producers in other nations open 
access to the British market without 
extracting real market access in return. 

3. Our poor education system. 

Skilled workers are one of the biggest 
factors that draw advanced 
manufacturing jobs to high-wage 
nations. But British policy has tended 
to assume that only white-collar jobs 
are desirable and that all blue-collar 
jobs are undesirable. It would be far 
better to have strong industrial-arts 
and apprenticeship programmes like 


Germany has, than to divide every 
high school into “college-bound” and 
“loser” tracks. And without solid basic 
education, you can forget apprenticing 
later on to learn numerically-controlled 
machine tool operation, or anything 
like it. Part of our problem is the New 
Labour myth that the class system has 
vanished, which causes us to be in 
denial about the fact that 40% of this 
country is working class and is going to 
have blue-collar jobs. Such people 
can’t just be told to become something 
they’re not. 


This may seem to have nothing to do 
with advanced manufacturing per se, 
but this is wrong, because it is of the 
very essence of advanced manu¬ 
facturing that it is highly capitalised. It 
requires vast capital both for research 
and development and for plant and 
equipment. This money has to come 
from somewhere, i.e. from some¬ 
body’s decision to save and invest part 
of their income. It is a globalist myth 
that it ^doesn’t matter if Britain doesn’t 
generate enough investment capital 
domestically, because we can just 
import the stuff. This is wrong because: 

a. Empirical data show that a good 


supply of domestic capital is still more 
likely to lead to investment, as capital 
doesn’t flow perfectly across borders 
(nor should it). 

b. Dependency on foreign capital 
means we have to run our economy 
like a tart on the streets of global 
capitalism, always pimped to be 
attractive for other people’s money, 
and setting everything from interest 
rates to worker-protection laws to 
please them. 

c. This tends to make Britain the 
location of branch plants and other 
secondary productive facilities, not of 
the headquarters that, in the long run, 
are the creative core of a company and 
the fount of its best jobs. Having a 
Sony, BMW, or Boeing plant is better 
than not having one at all, but having 
the Sony head quarters would mean a 
lot more. 

d. Relying on foreign capital means 
that even if the jobs are created in the 
UK, the profits earned by this capital 
accrue to another nation’s wealth, not 
ours. So our stock of capital fails to 
grow. 

e. This means turning ownership, and 
thus control, of much of our economy 
to foreigners. When their economic 
interests coincide with ours this is 
tolerable, but they often won’t, and on 
fundamentals they never will. 


4. Our low savings rate. 
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replaced by a strong but hopeless 
sympathy for the British victims whose 
areas were being occupied.” 

We are the enemy, the scapegoat 
that the growing ideology of multi¬ 
racialism needed to define itself. The 
iniquity is that their dark idea of Nazism 
was projected on to innocent people 
instead of real Nazis. With binary 
opposites you cannot have one 
without the other, as with multi¬ 
racialism and Nazism. 

Originally it was a wholly under¬ 
standable reaction to the barbarity of 
Hitler’s Nazis but had the same 
structure only inverted. For example, 
in his television series “Mongrel 
nation” in June 2003, the clothes horse 
Eddie Izzard claimed that mongrel 
dogs are cleverer than pedigree dogs. 
This metaphor suggested that mongrel 
people are as a master race, 
genetically superior to the rest! 

Ray Honeyford, who was himself 
persecuted, but for wanting integration 
not separation, sincerely believes in 
the ideal of multi-racialism. Yet his 
being bullied out of his job shows that 
unless you agree totally with the multi¬ 
racialist ideology you will be hounded. 
In Integration or Disintegration” 
(Claridge Press.1988) p21, he defines 


racism as: 


1 The belief in the genetic superiority 
of one group of people and the genetic 
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inferiority of another group. 


2 The process by which an individual 
or group is disadvantaged due solely 
to skin colour. 


In “Anti-Racism”, Alastair Bonnett 
writes of Nazism, “...that it is 
understood that the ideology of the 
German National Socialist Party may 
be summarised as a variety of fascism 
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